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From the Liberal Recorder. 


ORIGIN OF THE PECULIAR DOC- 
TRINES OF CALVINISM. 


I confess it is difficult to ima- 
gine why these doctrines were 
first invented, and how they 
should have found favour when 
they were first proposed ; for 
they are not laid down in the 
scriptures, and they have no 
loveliness of their own to re- 
commend them. It might have 
seemed like humility to attri- 
bute, as they do, all agency to 
God ; and it might be very well 
to humble ourselves thus, if we 
could do it without at the same 
time throwing off our responsi- 
bility. If all our actions, as 
these doctrines presuppose, are 
produced by the direct agency 
of God, they are not ours, and 
if they are wrong we are not 
guilty. The proper reverence 
is to ascribe to him those pow- 
ers, which he has given, and left 
us at liberty to use them well 
orill. But these doctrines did 
not originate in this overstrain- 
ed humility. They were first 
suggested in the bitterness of 
dispute. ‘The maxims were in- 
troduced and maintained one 
alter another, till they were 
framed into a system, which 
Was not very consistent, but 


What was of more importance 
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to the framers, would admit of 
being defended. 

Augustin, in the sixth centue 
ry, was the first te propose this 
system. It seems that Pelagius, 
a British monk, had declared 


that gocd works only are valu- 


able in the sight of God, and 
Augustin took up the controver- 
sy against him. This he main- 


. tained with great severity, ad- 


vancing one proposition and ar- 


ticle after another, till probably 


much to his own astonishmenthe 
found himself the author oft 

faith entirely new. In opposi- 
tion to the principle of merit, he 
declared that divine grace is 
necessary to bend the will, and 


| where this grace is not afforded, 
_we have only power to do evil, 
but none to do goods; that ac- 


tions which seem to be religious, 
if performed without divine 
grace, are nothing more than 
splendid sins. He also main- 
tained, that all men sinned in 
Adam, and should bear the ever- 
lasting punishment of his crime, 
but the thought of infants seem- 
ei to stagger his faith, till 
he ingeniously discovered that 
though they were in hell, their 
punishment would not be very 
severe, and they would choose it 
in preference to annihilation. 
He then laid down, as a conse- 
quence of his doctrine of our 
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1:30 A Few Plain Questions. 


vant of freedom, that God had 
predestinated some to eternal 
iife, and others to destruction. 
Such were his opinions, which 
one would suppose could not 
prevail by their own reasonable- 
pess and truth; bat Aueustin 
knew human nature too well to 
piace mach dependence on those 


recomme wndations s. ile had ereat rf 


influence in the Church, and Pe- 
lagius had none; he procered a 
sentence of council condemning 
the faith of his adversary, who 
was banished and died in obscu- 
rity; and then the opinions of 
Augustin prevailed almost with- 
cut contradiction 5 ; for there was 
reward In keeping sage and 
there were not many so weakly 
honest, nor so jmprudeaty fond 
of truth, as to embrace the faith 
of a powerless, neglected, and 
banished man. 
chitinmiiiiasin 
From the “ Christian Reformer.” 
A FEW PLAIN QUESTIONS. 


The following Questions were some time 
aco proposed for the consideration of one 
who was a believer in the de ity of our Lord 
Jcsus Christ. Justiec to the subje ct has re- 
quired the use of some expressions in them, 
which mav shock the feclngs of the Vr! ini- 
tarian reader; but let such a one rather 
take offence at the system, which, notwith- 
standing its quibbling doctrine of two na- 
tures, involves in itself such monstrous con- 
tradictions as will fully justify the expres- 

sions liere used, 


Questions proposed for the conside- 
ration of those who maintain the 


doctrine thet Jesus Christ iimself 


is truly Ged. 
1. Are God and Christ two 
Being: 3, or one Being? 
2 tf the Father and the Christ 
(the anointed*) are two Beings, 
each of them God, are they not 
then two Gods? 


3%. If the Father and the Christ 











*The Greek word Cunisros, or TH. 
HRIST, DICa@hs THE ANOLN TED. 
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are but one Boiug and one God, 
then is it not evident, that what 
is true of the Father, must be 
true of Christ the Son aud the 
anginted; Father and San in 
this case beine but two differen: 
naires for one and the same 
Grod ? 

A. ifthe Christ (the anointed) 
he Ged, who anointed Him: 
Did he anvint himself, beine a: 
once both the aneinter and the 
ancimted ? See Lukeiv. i8; Acts 
XK. 38. 

5. Ef the Father be unbegot- 
ten, and the Sun begotien, and 


ii tiiey both are one and the same 


Being, then does it not follow 
= the same Being is both be- 
ectten and unbe OOF He n? 
6. VE Chiist, and the being 
styled in seriptul ‘e the Ged and 
Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, 
be one and the same Being, then 
does it net follow that Christ is 
the God and father of himse!f? 
If the Father and the Son 
he the same individual Being, 
does it not follow that Christ is 


beth the Father and the son of 


himself? that he sent himself 
ascended to bimself when lhe as- 
cended to Ets Father aad ou 
Father, to his God and our God, 
Jobkn xx. 17?) and now sitteth 
at the right hand of himself: 
that he p: rayed to nent. ~ when 
he prayed to his Father. vhom 
he calls the only true God, Jobn 
xvii. 38? and submitted his own 
will to the will of himself, when 
he prayed to the Father, Luke 
xxii. 42, “ siot iny will but thine 
be dune?” and forscok himself, 
when he prayed to tlie Father. 
Matt. xxvii. 46, “ My God! my 
God! why hast thou forsaken 
me {” 

8. If Christ be God Almighty. 
possessed of all power, with whe! 
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A Few Plain Questions. 


‘on conld he declare, that of his 
con self he could do nothing, 
jolia v. 19, 30; and that to wa 


on his right hand, and:on his 


loft, was not his to give, Mati. 
vx. 25! 


Was God Almighty the in- 
finite, eternal, and unchangeabie 
Jehovali, once a helpless infant, 
indebted to we care of one of his 
own creatures for otection from 
jars and for the suppies of 
ant od life, and carried from 

vlace to place at the will of _ 
wirse in her os ‘ting arms! 

10. Was the Being who alone 

ounipresent, aud who filleth 
heaven and earth with his pres- 
ence, once confined in a morta! 
body, removable from piace to 
piace ? 

lk. If Christ be the omnis- 
vient God, to whom are pertect- 
iy Known all times aud all eveits, 
past, preseat, and to come, with 
what truth could he say ‘ Of 
that day and hour knoweth no 
man, no, not the angels which 
ein heaven, neither the Son, 
but the Patier.” Mark xiii. 32? 

12. Can it be true in any sense 
wh atever that the very same Be- 
ng could he ie norant of that day 
and at the same time know it: 
and what Janguage could Christ 
wave used, which would more 
clearly have expressed both his 
own ignorance and that of all 
other beings whatever, but the 
iather, concerning that day? 

13. If Christ “be God, the 
ever-living God, who only hath 
life and immortality in himself, 
who was it that expired on the 
cross, alter praying, Luke xxiii. 
46, “ Father, into thy hands I 


commend niy spirit (or deliver 
up my breath 


14. Did Christ know that he 
aud bis Father were one Being, 
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when he said to the Jews, John 
viii. 17, 18, “It is written in 
your law, the testimony of fwe 
nen is true, Fam one that bear 
witness of myself, and the Father 


who sent me beareth witness of 


me ?” 

15. If that saying of Christ's, 
Jolin x 38, om | and my Father 
are one,” prove Christ and his 
father to be one being, will not 


that other saying of his also 
prove his Father, himself and 


his disciples to be all but one 
Being, where he prays to his 
Father, John xvi. Il, 21, 22, 
23, ** Phat they all may be one, 
as thon Father art in me, and I 
in thee, that they aiso may be 
one in us; that they may be one, 
as we are one; L in them, and 
thou in me, that they may be 
perfected in one”?! 

Did Christ know, or mean 
others to understand that he was 
God, when he said to the Jews, 
John viii, 40, “ Ye seek to kill 
me, a man that hath told you the 
truth which 
God” ? 

17. Does 
the Deity or Godhead of Christ 
involve the scriptures in absur- 
dity, do away with all the piety 
and obedience of Jesus to his 
heavenly Father, and cast unjust 
reflections on the character of 
him, who came to bear witness 
to the truth, and in whose mouth 
was found no guile, but whose 
vei ‘acity may be fairly questioned 
if this doctrine be tr oe! 

18. It may be said that the 
doctrine is a mystery to be be- 
lieved though not to be under- 
stood ; but may not the same be 
said with equal reason of the 
popish doctrine of transubstantia- 
tion! 


19. Did the apostle Peter 
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not the doctrine of 
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know that Christ was God, when 
he called upon the assembled 
multitude to hear his words, and 
told them, Acts ii. 22 to 36 verse, 
that Jesus of Nazareth was a 
man approved of God by mira- 
cles, &c. which God did by him, 
and that after the Jews had cru- 
cified and slain him, God raised 
bim from the dead, and that the 
same. Jesus whom they had cru- 
cified was made by God both 
Lord aud Christ? 

2). Af Christ be God, is he 
not Lord in and of himself, there 
being in this case no one supe- 
rior to him to make bim Lord? 
How is he then made a Lord, 
made by God both Uord and 
Christ, and Lord not te his own 
glory but to the glory of Ged the 
Father ? Phillip. i ii. 1. 

21. Was he God, or a super- 
angelic being, or a rented man, 
whe was as Lord and Christ? 

22. Was he God, or a super- 
angelic being, or a crucified man, 
whom the Jews slew, but whom 
God exalted to be a prince (or 
jeader) and a Saviour, Acts v. 
30, 31. xii. 23? 

23. If he were a crucified man, 
does it not follow that Christ the 
Saviour was a man and not God ? 

24. Did the apostle Paul un- 
derstand Christ to he God, when 
he said, 1 Cor, xv. 21, “* By man 
came (or cometh) the resurrec- 
tion from the dead;’ and Acts 
xvii. 31, * God hath appomted 
a day in which he will judge the 
world by that man whom he hath 
ordained and raised from the 
dead ;” and 1 Cor. viii. 6, “ to 
us there is but one God, the Fa- 
ther ;” and again, Eph. iv. 5, 6, 
** One Lord, one faith, one bap- 
tism, one God and Father of all, 
who is above all, &c.” and again 


4 Tim, ii. 5, “ There is one God 





— 





and one mediator hetween Cod 
and men, the man Christ Jesus? 
and again, L Cor. xy. 24, 2S, 
“ that Christ must deliver up the 
kingcom to God, even the Fa- 
ther, and be subject to kim that 
put all things under him, that 
God may be all in (or among) 
all,” even that Goji whom the 
apostle raul, and the other apos- 
ties so frequently denominate 
“the God and Father of ou; 
Lord Jesus Christ” ? See 2 Cor. 
xi, B41, Eph. i. 3. 1 Pet. i. 3. 
2). Did the apostle Paul un- 
derstand Christ to be God, when 
lie says, 1 Cor. iii. 21, 22) 23, 
‘* all ‘things are your's, and ye 
are Christ’s, and Christ is God's, 
(not God, but God’s) and in 1 


Cor. x1. 3, ** the head of every 


man is Christ; and the head of 


the woman is the man; and the 
head of Christ is God” ? 

26. Did the writer of the 
Epistle to the Hebrews know 
that Christ was God, or indeed 
more than a man, when he said 
that Christ was made like his 
brethren in all things, tempted 
in all points as we are, and made 
perfect through sutferings, Heb. 
ii. 10, 17, 18, iv. 15. 

27. Did the apostle John (who 
is generally supposed to be the 
author of the book of Revelation) 
understand Christ to be God, or 
more than a man, when in the 
book of Revelation, Christ is de- 
scribed as the Lamb that was 
slain; and when in Rev. i. 1, it 
is said that God gave the reve- 
lation to Jesus Christ ; who must 


have been previously ignorant of 


it, else how could it have been 4 
revelation to him? 

28. If Christ be not a man, 
truly and properly, and no more 
than a man, how could he be 
born by natural descent from 
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David, according to Acts ii. 39, 
“7, 22, xiii. 23, Rom. i. 3, 
> Tim. ii. 8, and agreeably to 
the genealogy of Matthew's gos- 
pel? 

29, What class of beings did 
that person belong to, who amidst 
the agonies of expiring nature 
prayed, “ Father, forgive them, 
jor they know not what they do,’ 
Luke xxiii. 34? 

30. Did the real and very 
Christ himself, and in his proper 
person, actually die on the cross? 


31. If we should sav ‘‘ no,” to 
the preceding question, do we 
not deny the reality of Christ’s 
death, and thus deny the scrip- 
tures ? 

32. If the real and very Christ 
himself, and in his proper person 
died, was it a man, a superange- 
lic being, or God himself that 
died, was laid in the sepulchre, 
and on the third day was restored 
to life ? 


33. Did the Jews in reality 
crucify God Almighty? Was the 
Creator and upholder of all things 
put to death by his own crea- 
tures ? and did the God of the 
universe actually expire? 


34. If the God of nature had 
ceased to live, who then could 
have lived? Would not all na- 
ture in that instant have been 
blotted out of existence, and have 
become a blank ? 


35. Ifit was only a man that 
died, and if the real and very 
Christ himself and in his proper 
person actually died, does not 
the conclusion necessarily and 
unavoidably follow, that the real 
and very Christ himself and in 


his proper person was only a 
MAN ? 
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For the Philadelphia Universalist 
Magazine. 


[Tis comimunication was designed for 
our jasi number, but came too late for that 


= 


puspose. | 


Mr. Editor—It is with piea- 
sure I have lately witnessed the 
existence of a society in this city, 
as named in your previous num- 
bers, called the ‘“‘ Berean Socie- 
ty,” who assemble every Tuesday 
evening at the Commissioners’ 
Hall, Northern Liberties, for the 
purpose of discussing religious 
subjects. Although it is believed 
that its members, at present, are 
generally Universalists, yet, as 
has frequently been stated at the 
meeting, any person of good 
moral characier may be united 
to the society. At the com- 
mencement of the meeting, a 
chairman is appointed, a short 
prayer is then made, either by 
the chairman, or by one of the 
members, at his request. He 
next states the subject for dis- 
cussion, and any person present, 
though not a member, is at liber- 
ty to express his sentiments upon 
it. The spirit and conduct of 
the members are worthy of no- 
tice, inasmuch as they uniformly 
exhibit a strict impartiality to 
the various speakers, and endea- 


vour to preserve every degree ot 


order and decorum. 

The meetings for the last three 
months have been numerously 
and respectably attended, during 
which time the subject treated 
upon has been “ Do the Serip- 
tures teach us to believe in any 
condemnation or punishment af- 
ter death ?” Its discussion was 
closed on Tuesday evening, Oct. 
3d, by unanimous consent. The 
report of the speeches in the last 
three numbers of your Magazine, 
as far as it extends, is for the 
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most part correct; but the fol- 
lowing remark, as contained in 
your jast number, page 84, is 
deemed an exception, viz. ** Du- 
ring the absence of the Editor, 
to ‘atten id the General Ciiaden- 
tion of Universalists, the discus. 
sion of the subject of future pun- 
ishment, excepting a few desul- 
tory remarks, progressed very 
little more than what was pub- 
lished in our last.” 

The writer of this bas no wish 
to censure you for such a coil 
ment, although he views It ; 
an imperfect “representation, for 
being absent from the meetings 
four weeks successively, you 
could only write of those pro- 
ceedings from roport; but there 
were several speeches made du- 
ring that time in favour of future 
limited punishment, which were 

seme credit to the gentlemen who 
ditivin ed them. On your return, 
another was commenced on that 
side of the question, but the 
speaker was interrupted on the 
seround that the course he was 
taking was different from the 
contreversy which had existed 
between yourself and a Mr. B., 
previous to your departure, and 
which, being left unfinished, 
was resolved that it should be 
completed before any other per- 
son could be heard. An elabo- 
rate discussion then took place 
between the parties, of which an 
account is given in your last num- 
ber. ‘And: the speaker before re- 
ferred to, on the succeeding ‘Tues- 
day evening, continued his re- 
marks ; and as you were not pre- 
sent either on that or the next 
evening, when that speaker ad- 
dressed the chairman, the fol- 
lowing being the substance of his 
remarks, it is presumed you will 
‘eviuce your regard to the merits 








of the question by allowine them 
insertion tn your M: agazine. 

“T feel (said the spex ker) in- 
duced to offer a few remarks o-. 
the subject before the audience. 


which unquestionably ts ore of 


the greatest importance. It is 
so because the idea of a future 
punishment of the wicked is sup- 
ported by divine authority, or is 
falsely so considered. It is so 
because it regards a peculiar sit- 
uation, in which the wicked will 
be placed, or they will not. It is 
so becauseit stands m relation to 
our motives of action, and if true, 
ought to mfluence our conduct 
through life. Di inquiring, then, 
whether there will be any pun- 
ishment for the wicked afte: 

death, our minds ought first to 


be impressed with richt views of 


the character of God, as the mo- 
ral covernor of the world. That 
he isa being who loves his crea- 
tures, and will ever govern them 
consistent with his love, is a po- 
sition too self evident to be de- 
nied; it follows, therefore, that 
he cannot be indifferent to their 
conduct, as to whether it he good 
or bad. Qn this account, then, 
he has given them laws which are 
calculated to promote their virtue 
and happiness. Laws imply pe- 
nalties, and the penalties attach- 


ed to the violation of the laws of 


God must necessarily, at some 
period, be enforced. ‘To suppose 
vtherwise, would be to suppose 
him a changeable being. But 
those penalties, are not, in every 
instance, enforced in the present 
life. If, for example, an indivi- 
dual so much debase himself as 
to utter an intentional falsity to 
the injury of his fellow creatures, 

he may feel no immediate punish- 
ment ; he may feel no punishment 
throughlife, that will restrain him 


fut 
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tro 
If, therefore, punishment is an- 
nexed to God's violated laws, 
which does not exist here, it Is 
reasonable to believe that it will 
exist hereafter. On no other 
ground can it be admitted, that 
iis laws will be carried into com- 
nieie eifect. but tt has beea 
suld, in favour of the idea of no 
future punishment, ‘that ‘ the 
wages of sin is deaia,’ and there- 
fore, if we have any punishment 
in the next life, we snall have 
wore than our ‘ wages.” "This 
reasoning has been well replied 
fo, by its having been observed, 
that death is no punishment, that 
it never could have been intended 
by the Deity as such, because the 
most righteous of mankind and 
every creature experience it. 
But the speaker, to extricate 
himself from this his apparent 
erroneous assertion, afterwards 
stated, that the death he meant 
was a spiritual death; this, he 
expressly declared, was the full 
extent of all punishment for sin. 
But, in reply, we would first ask 
what is a spiritual death? Is it 
not a conviction of our errors, 
and a privation of happiness 
wwising trom such conviction ? 
if so, (and surely this will not 
be disputed, ) then it follows that 
the wicked do not receive their 
wages im this life, as there are 
countless numbers of these char- 
acters who die without any such 
conviction, and of consequence 
without those paintul eilects 
which are necessary to produce 
a moral change; and thus sin 
before a natural death, is uncor- 
rected, or in other words, the 
‘“ wages” thereof are not fully 
paid here, and if ever so paid, 
future punishment must exist 
keerafter. A speaker on the af- 
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om the repetition of such error, || firmative side of the question 
justly observed, that until error 


is corrected and wisdom and 
virtue takes its place, our moral 
condition would not aduut of 
enjoying happiness; and in sup- 
port of this if may be said, that 
the vicious in this life ave inca- 
pable of reciving any real or 
permament happiness. it must 
therefore appear, that unless the 
moral laws of God are changed, 
this must ever bethe case. But 
a speaker on the negative side 
of the question, explicitly de- 
clared, *‘ that future happmess 
will not depend on present vir- 
tuous conduct, but that it will 
be the gift of God, without any 
consideration of good or bad 
deeds.” According to this sen- 
timent, the most wicked, cor- 
rupt and abandoned of human 
society will be perfectly happy 
in the next life. without any 
punishment, correction or mora! 
improvement.” [Here the speak- 
er observed that] * If such an 
idea be true, if it is supported 
by divine authority, and we can 
firmly belicve in it as such, itis 
at once calculated to encourage 
the commission of suicide, and 
this its immoral tendency ought 
to be considered a proof of its 
falsity.” [But as the mode of 
argument, by which this inier- 
ence was supported, may easily 
be conjectured, it is here omit- 
ted. He concluded this part of 
his speech by saying, | ** 1 there- 
fore hope, for the honour of hu- 
man nature, as well as for the 
interest of Christianity, that this 
idea will be duly considered, 
that its fallacy may be seen, and 
its baneful influence prevented. 
But the idea that all will be 
happy, without any punishment, 
correction or moral improve- 
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ment, was atiempted to be shown 
by the observation of Paul, 1 
Cor. xv. 22, ** Asin Adam all 
die, even so in Christ all shall 
be made alive.” On _ this text, 
our opponents principaily rely 
for the support of their just sta- 
ted opinion. ‘They have said, 
* that as many as are meant by 
the all in Adam, precisely so 


Many are meant by the all in 


Christ.””. But surely the falsity 
of this construction of the pas- 
sage may easily beseen. Mark 
the expression, all in Christ 
shall be made alive. Query, 
Ave there as many in Christ as 
have existed since the period of 
Adam? Ii not, how can the all 
in Christ be as unlimited as the 
allin Adam? The phrase “ in 
Christ” has this peculiar mean- 
ing, viz. by or through Christ. 
it is applied to the disciples of 
Christ, or to those who have 
embraced his gospel, and not to 
all mankind. In confirmation 
of this fact, let us examine the 
phrase “ in Christ,” as it occurs 
in various passages of the New 
‘Testament. In Rom. xvi. 7, we 
read, ** Salute Andronicus and 
Junia, my kinsmen, and my fel- 
low prisoners, who are ef note 
among the apostles, who also 
were in Christ before me;” 
evidently had embraced the 
gospel of Christ before Paul, 
and on this aecount alone, were 
said to have been in Christ be- 
fore him. In.the 9th verse it is 
observed, “ Salute Urbane, our 
helper in Christ; salute Apel- 
Jes, approved in Christ.” In 
these cases, the sense of the 
phrase perfectly corresponds 
with the sense given of it in the 
previous verses. Urbane would 
not have received the salutation 
of Paul as a helper in Christ, 
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ifhe had not by his words and 
actions promoted his gospel ; 
and Apelles would not have 
been approved in Christ, if he 
had not embraced and obeyed 
the principles of Christiauity, 
fu 1 Cor. iii, 1, Paul says, 
“And I brethren could not 
speak unto you as unto spiritu- 
al, but as unto carnal, even as 
unto babes in Christ.” This 
was decidedly in reference to 
the abuses which had crept into 
the Corinthian church. The 
brethren were called babes in 
Christ, because they were young 
and inexperienced in the prin- 
ciples of Christianity, buf nev- 
ertheless possessed enough of 
those principles to be said to be 
in Christ. In 2 Cor. xv_ 18, 
Paul says, “If any man be in 
Christ, he is a new creature ;” 
as if he had said, ** he is supe- 
rior to what he was before, and 
superior to the rest of mankind 
who are not in Christ.” In 
2 Cor. xii. 2, Paul says, “1 
knew a man in Christ about 
fourteen years ago, whether he 
was in the body I cannot tell, 
or whether he was out of the 
body I cannot tell.”? Whether 
he belonged to a regular orga- 
nized body of Christians or not, 
the apostle here acknowledges, 
he did not know; but he says 
he was in Christ. ‘The phrase, 
then, *‘ in Christ,’? was evident- 
ly applied to him to distinguish 
him from the rest of mankind. 
Thus then, it sufficiently appears 
that the phrase iz Christ, as 
used in the New Testament, 
does not refer to all, but to 
a peculiar part of mankind, 
viz. those who have adopted 
the principles of Christiamty- 
When, therefore, we read, “ As 
in Adam all die, so in Christ 
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shall all be made alive, ” its true 
meaning surely is, as since in 
Adam all experience a natural 
death, so, through the medium 
of Christianity, all shall be 
made alive or happy ; thereby 
shewing the advantages of em- 
bracing the Christian religion; 
according to this sense of the 
passage, so far from its sanc- 
tioning the idea of no punisn- 
ment - ‘eafter, it rather points 
to the necessity of virtue, such 
as the principles of Christianti- 
ty teach us, to fit us for a, fu- 
ture state of happiness. 

It is an important question, 
and well deserving our atten- 
tion at this time, whether man- 
kind will be raised to life in the 
same moral state in which they 
died. A speaker on the nega- 
tive side of the question, con- 
sidered that this would not be 
the case, because the Apostle 
Paul says, “we shall all be 
changed 3”? when, however the 
Apostle says we shall all be 
changed, let us enquire what 
kind of change he alludes to; 
is it a change ‘of moral ° harac- 
ter, ora change of body ¢ That 
it is the latter, is wees Sele for 
he says in the connection, (see 
1. Cor. xv. 50.) ‘neither flesh 
nor blood can enter the king- 
dom of God,”? he further ob- 
serves, that this corruptible must 
put on incorruption and this 
mortal immortality ; constitut- 
ed as we now are, we should 
not be 
an immortal existence ; with a 
sameness of body we should 
surely be as liable to decay and 
to die, as at present. If such 


then, is the meaning of the 
Apostle, why should we not 
credit the rdea, that men will 
be raised the same moral char- 
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capable of sustaining 











acters as they died? will the 
mere Circumstances of dying 
and being raised to life, pro- 
duce any Thoral change ? if not, 
must they not be raised with as 
much guilt and depravity as 
they died ? It may be further 
asked, does not a future resur- 
rection of men directly imply 
a resurrection of former Con- 
clousness of existence: and is 
not such conciousness essential 
to personal identity? If we 
were not produced with such 
concicusness in a future exis- 
tence—-if we were not also there 
viewed as the subjects of moral 
government, surely we could 
not possibly be the same iden- 
tical beings. ‘Thence the wick- 
ed must necessarily be raised 
the same guilty and depraved 
beings that they died, and if 
they are not now capable of en- 
joying real happiness, we would 
ask our opponents, how can 
they be capable of enjoying 
such m’ piness then ? 

sut, the idea of future pun- 
ishment, (1 mean future limited 
or corrective punishment, that 
will ultiinately terminate in the 
purity and happiness of those 
who receive it,) I freely under- 
take to say, is as plainly and as 
fully taught in the New Testa- 
ment, as any idea in the whole 
system of the Christian reli- 
gion ; Certain passages there re- 
late to two resurrections, viz. 
of the just and of the unjust, 
and that the just and holy shall 
be raised first. In confirmation 
of this position, let us examine 
1 Thes. iv 16, where Paul says, 
«for the Lord shall descend 
from Heaven with a shout, with 
the voice of the arch Angel, and 
with the trump of God, and the 
dead in Christ shall rise first ;?* 
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surely it will not reasonably be 
denied, that this passage e relates 
to a future existence; when Paul 
wrote it, Christ had died and 
risen from the dead; and, as it is 
expressed, ascended — heaven, 

In this verse it is said, he shall 
descend from h aven,—surely 
fiom that place from where he 
was then gone ; and agreeably to 
the ficure of speech here, and 
with the glorious power of Ged ; 
and mark, the dead in Christ 
shall then rise first. Is not those 
who literally dead here 
meant? It would surely sound 
rather harshly to speak of living 
creatures being i ii any sense dead 
in Christ, or dead in his gospel: 
but why the distinction that the 
dead in Christ should rise first, 

if all are to receive happiness in 
the next existence, mdiserimi- 
nately, or without any punish- 
ment? On such a prit inciple , the 
passage appears either imexpii- 
cable or false. The next pas- 
sage L wouid notice, as being 
calculated to establish the fact 
of future rewards and eon: 
ments, is Jolin’s Gospel, v, 29, 

where we read—* Marvel not at 
this, the hour is coming in which 
all that are in their graves shall 
hear his yoice,” (the voice of 
Jesus,) “and shall come forth : 
they that bave done good to the 
resurrection of life, a ind they that 
have done evil to the resurrec- 
tion of condemnation.” Here, 
if we can show that this passage 
relates to a literal resurrection, 
then the fact of future rewards 
and punishments will doubtless 
be established beyond all rea- 
sonable contradiction. 

This, indeed, has been admit- 
ted by some of our opponents, 
but they have contended that the 
term graves, here does not mean 


are 
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| literal graves; because, and for 
no better reascen, that we have 
heard, the same word occurs once 
in a figurative sense in the hook 
of Ezekiel - but surely this is a 
sas -fetched argument, espec tally 
as it does not “there stand, nor 
cid the speaker attempt to show 
that it there stands in connec- 
tion with the same subject.— 
By thesame mode of argument, 
might it not he properly Said, 
that if the word graves, is us ed 
in Ezekiel in a literal sense 
twice, we ought rather to consi- 
der that a stronger proof of thx 

word being so ose. in John v, 
29; and that it is there tiice so 
baby is evident—See 382, 22. 3B, 
1i. Bat why was the speaker in- 
duced to go fiom the New to 
the Old Testamoat? * Vo find the 
word graves, as used in a figura- 
dive sense, to answer his pur- 
pose in proving the point that it 
is so used in Jcun v. 29. Proba- 
bly we may do the speaker the 
credit to say, that his reason for 
that step, was tHhat be well knew 
that the word graves is uniformly 
used in the New Testament in a 
literal sense—See Matt. 27. 52. 
“And the graves were opened, 
and many bodies of the saints 
which slept, arose and came out 
of the graves after his resurrec- 
tion.” Luke ii 44.—* Wo unto 
you Scribes and Pharisees, hy- 
pocrites, for ye aré as graves 
which appear not, and the men 
who waik over them are not 
aware of them.” Rey. ii 9.— 
‘“And they of the people, and 
kindred and tongues, and na- 
tions, shall not suffer their dead 
hoies to be put in graves.” But 
to do our opporents every jus- 
tice, we would notice some other 
arguments they have produced 
ou this point, in a dialogue be- 
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iwoen a Limitarian and a Uni- 
versalist, in 7 Christian Mes- 
senger, Vol. » Pag 27 i7o. ‘ibe 
U niversalist, a endeavouring 
to show that the words dead and 
death, as previously used, are 
used in a figurative sense; the 
propriety of which may not be 
disputed, He then states, “thus 
far we are clear. Nowall that in- 
tervenes between the last quoted 
passage, to which you (the Limi- 
tesiain) allude, is tie following : 
«For as the Father hath life 
in liimiself, so hath he given to 
the Son to have life in himself; 
and hath given him authority to 
execute judgment also, becatise 
he is the Son of Man.” Here, 
the Universalist says, “fis nota 
single word which intimates any 
chance of language or of gener al 
subject :” sullice it to sav, how- 
ever, that it surely does not fol- 
low, because such a change is 
not here intimated, t therefore no 
puch Change docs exist. Sach 
reasoning is too inconclusive to 
he admitted in favour of any po- 
sition. "Fhe Universalist then 
quotes the passage in question— 
“ Marvel not,” &c. and his ftrst 
remark thereon is, ‘“‘I see no 
reason why we have not 
fhe same cood eround for be- 
lieving that the Saviour used the 
word graves in the same ficura- 
tive sense as he did the words 
death and dead, just before.”— 
Perhaps the only answer neces- 
sary to this is, that it cannot fol- 
low, because the Universalist 
does not see any good ground 
for not believing that the Sa- 
viour used the word graves here 
in the same figurative sense as 
he did the other words just be- 
fore; therefore bis conclusion is 
correct or Just. Such a method 
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to be satisfactory. ‘The Univer- 
salist then goes on to say, “that 
it »ppears to me to be doing no 
small yiolence to the scripture 
under consideration, to force it 
to change its language from the 
fig urative to the lit eral, all of a 
sudden:” but it. may surely so 
happen that the language of one 
passage is figurative sand the next 
literal; even the first part of a 
verse may be literal and the lat- 
ter figura tive-—See Rom. xii. 20. 
* Therefore if thine enemy hun- 
car, feed him; if he thirst, give 
him drink.” ‘This is plain lan- 
guage, and can only be under- 
stood literally; but the conclud- 
ing part of the passage is, ‘ For 
in so doing ye heap coi als of fire 
on his head’ i_Surely not literal. 
ly; another change of language 
exists inthe next passage, WHIC cht 
says, “De not overcome with 
evil, but overcome evil with 
good.” The Universalist then 
says, “If these remarks are al- 
lowed to set the passage in its 
true light, then it follows, of 
course, that the resurrection of 
which the text speaks should be 
understood, not a literal resur- 
rection, but one which answers 
to the figurative language of the 
passage. But for ‘the reasons 
given, we cannot consider that 
there is here a single remark of 
any weight, i proving that the 
word graves, in the passage un- 
der consideration, ought to be 
taken in a figurative sense. And 
the ng for believing that the 
v John, 28, 29 verses, relates to 
future rewards and punishments, 
are at once sufficiently plain. 
Wheever attentively reads those 
passages, will perceive, that had 
Jesus intended to have taught 
the fact of future rewards and 
punishments, it was impossibly 
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he could have taught it in terms 
more unequivocal or more suited 
to our understandings. 2ndly. 
If these passages ought not to 
be taken in this sense, they may 
be considered a mere repetition 
of what Jesus had just said in 
verses 24 and 25. Srdly. The 
beginning of the 28th. verse indi- 
cates a change of language, Mar- 
vel not, &c. If something dif- 
ferent from what bad been pre- 
viously said was not about to 
follow, wly did he suggest such 
a hint? 4thly. The word graves, 
as is already shown, is uniformly 
used in the New ‘Testament; 
and if the word graves, as there 
used, ought to be understood in 
a literal sense, the word resur- 
rection, which follows, must be 
used so too; and since the con- 
clusion of the passage marks a 
distinction between those who 
have done good and those who 
have done evil, that the one shall 
come to the resurrection of life 
and the other to the resurrection 


of condemnation ; the fact of 


future rewards and punishments, 
is therefore sufficiently estab- 
lished. 
(Concluded in our next.) 
>< <e— -— 
FOR THE UNIV. MAGAZINE. 


Extract from the Nationai Ga- 
zette, edited by Robert Walsh, 
Jun. Esq. of Nov. L5th. 


“We cannot insert the Address to the 
Clergy, signed a Trinitarian. It is shock- 
ing to learn, that a subject so solemn and 
sacred as the one he mentions, is debated 
in any club or common polemical meeting. 
We should be sorry if any respectable cler- 
gyman were to encourage discussion in this 
mode, by taking part in it; whatever might 
be the ignorance and incompetency of the 
speakers on cither side.” 


THE object of Trinitarian, 
whose attempt to gain the notice 
of the Clergy, as above, was to 
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of divinity, who incessantly ana- 
thematize “ UNITARIAN here- 
tics” to eternal misery, to defend 
his favourite doctrine in the dis- 
cussions of the Berean Society. 
He hoped, no doubt, their know- 
ledge and ability would easily 
and speedily silence every tongue 
that might rise in sacrilegious 
opposition to the popular doc- 
trine of three persons in one Su- 
preme Being. Trinitarian de- 
serves the gratitude of each indi- 
vidual of the very numerous and 
respectable audience, who con- 
stantly and patientiy attend the 
religious discussions of that So- 
ciety, to which side svever of this 
momentous question he or she 
may incline. 

it would appear, that the Edi- 
tor, Mr. Walsh, with all his 
magnanimity for the cause of li- 
beral investigation, in political 
and literary affairs, is neverthe- 
less alarmed, lest spiritual inves- 
tigation should pursue that track, 
which has been in the former 
things so effectual. It is to be 
lamented, that with his extensive 
acquaintance in mundane ailairs, 
he does not know, that emanci- 
pation, in the moral and spiritual 
sense of the word, is as requisite 
as in a political Mr. Walsh 
is shocked, that a doctrine (not 
known by name in the Bible) so 
sacred and solemn, should be de- 
bated by any ‘‘ common, polemi- 
cal club!” We will not question 
this to be the fact, as it respects 
his own sensative nature; but 
we are surprised that a man oi 
his erudition and talent did not 
offer a better argument in oppo- 
sition to Trinitarian’s reasonable 
request for a place in his paper- 
Mr. Walsh’s is the very argu- 
ment which an Hindoo or Bur- 





ef their own nation to become 
so sceptical, as to inquire for the 
basis or evidence upon which 
the mysteries of BoupHIsM, or 
Juggernautism, is said to be 
builded. It is the very argu 
ment which would have proceed- 
ed from a convent or nunnery, 
during the dark ages, if the pro- 
priety or sanctity of their orders 
had been brought into unholy 
disquisition. 

But, as the public (like our 
Editor,) are too much indisposed 
to serious and open inquiry into 
the truth or falsity of what the 
dogmas of human creeds have 
imposed upon christendem,— 
because, to disbelieve, is to have 
their good name cast out as 
nought; I wish to ask, not why 
his feelings were shocked, but 
why the sensibilities of others 
should be? Let us quote again: 
“It is shocking to learn that a 
subject so solemn, &c.” We pre- 
sume Mr. Walsh would thus ex- 
claim of every important doc- 
trine; nay, even of such stuff as 
the mass, the real presence, pur- 
gatory, absolution, the Pope's 
infallibility, &c; if any ‘‘ com- 
mon club or polemical meeting,” 
should have the temerity to dis- 
pute them! Hence it must fol- 
low, either that the doctrine of 
the Trinity, and all other mat- 
ters of faith, are things which 
ought to be believed only by un- 
common, wnpolemical, undebat- 
ing, uncontemplative minds; or 
else, that the “common” sort are 
to admit just what the clergy 
choose to assume and promui- 
gate as divine truth. This must 
be the fair consequence, unless 
Mr. Walsh will inform such rest- 


less, truth-investigating folks, as |’ 


he stigmatizes by the unworthy 
and illiberal suggestions of his 


; 
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paragraph, in what place of wor- 
ship liberty will be given to pro- 
pose such queries as may origi- 
nate in the mind of discerning 
hearers? It is obvious, this he 
cannot do. He very well knows, 
that the preacher, entrenched 
behind the parapet of his pulpit, 
is unapproachable; accustomed 
order and decorum, are his pro- 
tection from all such outlaws as 
are driven to disgust and infi- 
delity by the multiplied contra- 
dictions which mark the sermons 
of the day. 

Is it not obvious, from the pa- 
ragraph of the ferrified editor, 
that in lieu of this * shocking” 
‘“‘mode”’ of investigating theolo- 
gy he would consignit exclusive- 
ly tothe pulpit, and to those who 
harangzue from thence? ‘This is 
doubtiess his opinion, and there 
would be some consistency in it, 
if he had gone on to tell us, that 
the damnation which is denounc- 
ed against unbelievers in ‘Trini- 
tarianism, applies only to the 
clergy who denounce it, and 
who may be of the class of un- 
believers; for, how can _ the 
*“ common” ones, be damned for 
not believing, what they are de- 
nied the use of such means, as 
wiil most likely produce the re- 
quisite testimony to constitute 
a belief‘ Before the public shall 
assent to this, Mr. Walsh’s 
opinion, or agree to be intimi- 
dated by the very sensitive vi- 
brations of his delicate nerves, 
let them ask of him aud cf them- 
selves ; where is “ the thus saith 
the Lord,” for such extravagant 
assumptions? Where is the 
chapter or verse which says, 
of any doctrine, given by Inspi- 
ration, it is /vo foiv, tvo sacred 


for those who are unarraved in 
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sacredotal vestments, to enquire 












































a 
- 


: — = - 
= oS tee 
pct ee ae ae 


a 
’ 


Pte 6 


je 
a ls A et hn A 
+ “ - 2 
RE en eect eng ao one 


eS eee 


ee yee 


Ee 


~— 
= 


wv bp bea 





_ 




































a ee 


inthe most open and diligent 
maaner after its truth? fn the 
next place, let it be shewn, that 
an elevated platform, within a 
house, called St. Paul's, St. Pe. 
ter’s, Si. Mary’s, St. Augus- 
tine’s, or the more hamble wame 
of meeting house, is any more 
eacred or holy, than the plain 
eor of a commen ordinary 
building, er even the market 
tlace, if the occasion be pro- 
per or the discussion decorous- 
fy conducted. Let it also be 
shewn, that it was not by simi- 
lar means, in the past ages that 
religious light and knowledge 
sprang up, and irradiated the 
world, while the zeal, the holy 
pretence, and tumult of orthe- 
dox ecclesiastics, were voci- 
ferating, ‘Let the inquisition 
torture '—let the Auto defe burn 
the implous, controversial here- 
tic, who may presume to have, 
or avow an independent senti- 
ment, in contradiction to the 
infallible church !” 

Before he can justify his ex- 
hortation to the “respected cler- 
gy, not  toencourage ” such 
** shocking”’ impiety by taking 
any part inthe deprecated dis- 
eussion, he must shew wherein 
exists their consistency or chris- 
tianity who profess that no obsta- 
cles, are sufficiently weighty to 
extinguish their zeal for the con- 
version of the heathen, and who 
say they are especially set for 
the defence of the truth, with 
means the most ample; and yet, 
when so ** damnable, so soul de- 
troying a Heresy,” as Anti-tri- 
nitarianism, is making such 
‘shocking’? attempts to effect 
the moral and eternal injury of 
their fellow citizens, they re- 
use to employ those means, and 


exert their talents.in its over- | 
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throw; merely, because the 
piace and circumstances are pot 
confined to the pulpit. In 
other words, how can we recon- 
Cile the contradiction involved 
in this exhortation to the cler- 
ey ?—They believe that this er- 
ror, is as futal to the soul, as 
any of the customs cr notions of 
the Eieathen ; to convert whom 
they will circumnavigate the 
globe. ‘Phey will use every ex- 
ertion, When among that be- 
nighted portion cf our species, 
not by sermoniziprg simply, but 
by such reasoning and argument 
awil rebut idolatrous ebjections 
to cbristianity—aud this in the 
pulpit, but seldom, in compart- 
on with its frequency under the 
palmetto or the banyan tree— 
in the zayat, or among the pro- 
miscuous crowd, wierever as- 
sembled.—But, in Pialadelpiia, 
it is “shocking” to enter into a 
discussion with a portion of the 
christian community, who ear- 
nestly solicits their attendance, 
though met in circumstances far 
more eligible than any of those 
to be found in the countries of 
uncivilized man. What a DIs- 
respectable clergyman must Paul 
have been when disputing in 
the school of Tyrannus ; and whiat 
dangerous language was his con- 
mendation to the Bereans, be- 
cause of their inquisitive spirit! 
In fine, the clergy have mucli 
reason for thankfulness to Mr. 
Walsh, for his plausible plan of 
letting them off from an impe- 
rious duty, by attempting to per- 
suade the public that it is not 
the untenability of Trinitarian- 
ism, but the “ shocking” impiety 
of entering upon its defence, OF 
of casting their’ pearls before the 
swine of a “common polemical 
club,” whom, if he had been 
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careful to inform himseif con- 


cerning, he world have found 
ty be composed of persons of 
evual morality, propriety and re- 
ion with himself, or his ‘ re- 
spectabie clergy.” 
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Appeal to the Worid. 


fSoncluded from page 109.) 


SALVATION OF THE NON-ELECT 
PROVED. 

All error may be considered 
as a counterfeit of the truth. No 
man will countenance error as 
error; but will garnish it with 
suphistry, and endeavour to im- 
pose it upon the world for ge- 
nuine truth. Calvin, Hopkins, 
aad their disciples and coadju- 
tors, have found the imposition 
a staie trick, at best; and have 
heen necessitated, in order to 
bring their counterfeit doctrine 
of election into use as a circu- 
lating medium, to denounce hea- 


vy punishments on all who doubt | 


its intrinsic value, and treat as 
counterfeiters alone ought to be 
treated, all who refuse their base 
metal. ‘The Hopkinsians, less 
bold, and more subtle, have at- 
tempted to effect by a species of 
holy finesse, what Calvin would 
have brought about by means of 
fire and fagot! Calvin could not 
wait for a fudure hell to punish 
his opponents; and therefore 
burnt M. SERVETUS at a “slow 
Jive, made of moist green wood!!!” 
Times have changed. The se- 
cular arm will no longer allow 
Calvinists to roast their reli- 
sious oOpposers, and they are 
compelled to let them run at 
large, and can only burn them 
With their tongues, which, an 
nate says, “is set on fire of 
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Calvinists teach, that the non- 
elect are reprobated by God, 
from eternity, and were made 
for no other purpese than fuel 
for the fire of hell! Hopkinsians 
have gilded the bait, and give 
their doctrine of reprobation an 
extra coat of theological varnish! 
They pretend, that their God 
did not make the non-elect, 
whom they call reprobates, for 
this purpose, riginally, but they 
declare, of events which well 
take place, ‘* How could this 
be known, unless it were a deter- 
mined event? If it were undeter- 
mined, it was uncerlain; and if 
unceriain, it could not certainly 
be known.” And this is en- 
forced with the positive, unequi- 
vocal declaration. ‘‘ If they are 
not elected, they will indeed pe- 
rish!” (See Spring’s famous 
Sermon oa Election, pp. 16, 29.) 
Of these two contending sects, 
it may be said that Calvinists 
are as deficient in shame, and 
excel in contradiction, as much 
as Hlopkinsiaus are celebrated 
for finesse and cunning, and no- 
ted for absurdity! We make 
these remarks, not with a view 
to depreciate these religionists 
in the esteem of any one; but to 


set our mark in the chronicle of 


the day, and draw a plain line 
between truth and error, that 
those who come after us may 
know the comparative merits of 
the parties, viewed through the 
medium of their respective doc- 
trines aud principles. 

It is perhaps a secret to some, 
that the word reprobation is not 
to be found in the Scriptures, 
and occurs, alone, in ‘ Calvin's 
Institutes, Hopkins’s System of 
Doctrines,” and other vagaries 
of unbelievers, who have de- 
luged the age with ‘ucir miscon- 
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structions and perversions. Lexi- 
cographers have adopted this 
word, as a compliment, we pre- 
sume, to the religicus sects who 
cherish it. “REPRGOBATION, 
the act of abandoning, or state 
of being abandoned to eternal 
destruction ; a condemnatory 
sentence.” Vide Walk. Dic. 

The word reprobate, in Greek 
Adoxemos, occurs four times in the 
scripture. Jer. vi. 80; Rom. i. 
28; 2 Tim. ui. 8; Tit.1. 16. It 
is used among metalisis to sig- 
nify metal that will not endure 
the trial, but contains alloy. 

The word reprobates occurs 
three times. 2 Cor. xiii. 5, 6, 7. 
The 7th verse is as follows.— 
““ Now I pray to Ged that ye do 
no evil; not that we should ap- 
pear approved, but that ye should 
do that which is honest, though 
we be as reprobates.” Thompson 
in his Class. ‘Trans. renders this 
“‘ that we may be as if we could 
not stand the test.” ‘This word, 
it is seen, occurs but once in the 
scriptures of the Cld Testament. 
And we entreat all the Calvinists 
and Hopkinsians in the universe 
to read it; as well as all others 
who are in the habit of wielding 
the word reprobation as a wea- 

on to thrust their neighbours 
down to hell. Jer. vi. 26, 30. 
““O daughter of my people, gird 
with sackcloth, and wallow thy- 
self in ashes; make thee mourn- 
ing, as for an only son, most bit- 
ter lamentation : for the spoiler 
shall suddenly come uponus. I 
have set thee, a tower, a fortress 
among my people, that thou may- 
est know and try their way.— 
They are all grievous revotters 
walking with sianders ; they are 
brass and iron; they are all cor- 
rupters. ‘The bellows are burn- 
ed, the lead is consumed of the 








fire; the founder melteth jy 


vain: for the wicked are not 


plucked away. REPROBATE 
silver shall men (the word men a 
supply) call them, because the 
Lorp hath rejected them!?~ 
Calvinists look at this, and 
weep, and howl, for your per- 
versions! The oniy passage 
which the whole Scriptures of 
the Old Testament furnish, is 
applied to the people of God! 
What think ye? Will they be 
reprobated to endless misery? 
Are you not ashamed for your 
numerous perversions of this 
Sacred Book? No longer per- 
sist in your errors, but forsake 
your refuge of lies, and turn to 
the Lord. Mal. iii. 2, 3, con- 
tains a prophecy of Christ, as 
follows. ‘‘ For he is like are- 
finer’s fire, and fuller’s soap ; 
and he shall sita refiner and 
purifier of silver ; and he shall 
purify the sons of Levi, and 
purge them as gold and silver, 
that they may offer unto the 
Lord an offering in righteous- 
ness.” 1 Cor. ili. 13, 15. Every 
man’s work sball be manifest. 
For the day shall declare it, be- 
cause it shall be revealed by 
fire; and the fire shall try every 
man’s work, of what sort it is. 
If any man’s work abide which 
he hath built thereupon, he shall 
receive a reward. If any man’s 
work shall be burned, he shall 
suffer loss; but he himself shall 
be saved ; yei so as by fire.” 

N.B. We consider this as 
conclusive against the Cal- 
vinistic doctrine of Reproba- 
tion. If any Calvinist is of a 
different opinion, let him, for 
once, muster courage, and pub- 
licly speak for himself! 

We presume we shall not be 
charged with begging the ques- 
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gon, petitio principii, if we ad- 
mit the Calvinist’s premisses, 
arraign him before the bar of 
the public, and put him upon 
his trial. We shall do this. 
Calvinists declare, that there 
are no promises or covenants, for 
the non-elect. ‘That the pro- 
mises of God, &c. are alone, 
and exclusively for the elect, 
and are to them sure, &c. Now 
if we can prove that the pro- 
mises of God aré to the xon- 
elect, the salvation of the non- 
elect is secured on their own 
premisses! We shall do this. 
Acts ii. 89. ** For the promise 
is unto you, and to your chil- 
dren, and to all that are afar 
of, as many as the Lord our 
God shall cali”? How many 
does God call? Isa. xlv 22. 
* Look unto me and be ye sav- 
ed, att the ends of the earth.”’ 
Are all that are afar off, elect- 
ed? Are all the ends of the earth 
elected? Rom. ix. 3,4. §* For 
I could wish that myself were 
accursed from Christ for my 
brethren, my kinsmen accord- 
ing to the flesh: who are Is- 
raclites; to whom periaineth 
the adoption, and the glory, and 
the COVENANTS, and the 
giving of the law, and the ser- 
vice, and the PROMISES.” 
You have decided that these are 
non-elect! Paul declares, that 
unto them belong the covenants 
and the promises. You declare, 
that all to whom the promises 
are made shall be saved. Are 
not the non-elect safe, on your 
own premisses? They are.— 
There is no possibility of es- 
cape for you ih this matter. 
You may talk of your two seeds 
as much as you please. Your 
seed of the devil, according to 
Paul is the seed of whom Christ 
Vor. T 
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came. If you dispute it, read 
the following. ‘“* Whose the 
fathers, and of whom, as con- 
cerning the flesh, Christ, who 
is God over all, blessed for 
ever. Amen.” 5th v. If you 
object that the * children of the 


flesh, are not the children of 


God; but the children of the 
promise are counted for the 
seed,” you strengthen your own 
premisses against yourselves. 
You confirm the fact, that these 
are non-elect, and you must ad- 
mit that to them belong the pro- 
mises and covenants! But tiis, 
which a_ superficial observer 
might suppose presented a diffi- 
culty in our way, is an unan- 
swerable evidence and _ con- 
firmation of our doctrine. See 
Rom. iv. 14, 15, 16. “ For if 
they which are of the law (used 
here as a convertible term for 
flesh,) be heirs, faith 1s made 
void, and the promise made of 
none effect. Because the law 
worketh wrath; for where no law 
is, there ts nv transgression, there- 
fore it is of faith that cé might be 
by grace ; to the end the promise 
might be suze to all the seed, not 
to that only which is of the daw, 
but to that also which is of the 


faith of Abraham, who is the fa- 


ther of us all, as it is written, I 
have made thee a father of many 
nations.” If there can be one 
doubt remaining, in any candid 
mind, on this head, read the fol- 
lowing. ‘ For the promise that 
he should be the heir of the world, 
(Kosmos) was not to Abraham, 
or to his seed through the law, 
but through the righteousnes of 
faith.” 13th v. Paul declares that 
he is justified by the faith of 
Christ. Who is the righteousness 
for? Ans. For all men. Proof. 


Rom. iti. 21, 24. ‘‘ But now the 
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righteousness of God without the 
law is manifested, being witness- 
ed by the law and the prophets ; " 


even the righteousness of God by 


faith of Jesus Christ unto all, 
‘and upon all that believe ; for there 
isno difference; (why?) for all 


have sinned and come short of 


the glory of God ; being justified 
freely by his grace, throug h the 
redemption that is in Christ Je- 
sus.” Isa, xlv. 23, 24. ‘‘I have 
sworn by myself, the word is gone 
out of my mouth, righteousness, 
and shall not return. "Vhat unto 
me every knee shall bow, every 
tongue shall swear, surely shall 
say, in the Lord have I righteous- 
ness and strength; to him shall 
come, and all that are incensed 
against him shall be ashamed.” 
"The righteousness of God, which 
is by faith of Jesus Christ, is for 
all, elect or non-elect, and upon 
believers; and when the time 
shall arrive that all shall be gath- 
ered together iz Christ, God’s 
righteousness will be wpon all! 
‘There is not a proposition in na- 
ture or reason, which can be of- 
fered to the mind of man, which 
is more clear and susceptible of 
proof, than this, which is so much 
despised and rejected at this day. 


We consider the salvation of 


ihe non-elect proved ; but, in the 
presence of so much testimony as 
the Scriptures abound with, it is 
justifiable to offer more. Rom. 
xi. 7. “ What then? Israel hath 
not obtained that which he seek- 
eth for; but the election hath ob- 
tained it, and the rest were blind- 
ed.” If it is not admitted that 
the words Israel and the rest are 
used here as convertible terms, 
and that they mean the non-elect, 
it follows that the elect are blind- 
ed, which no Calvinist will ad- 
‘mt for a moment. 











There is, | 


therefore, no possible way to 
avoid the irresistible conclusion, 


that the non-elect are the saved of 


the Lord, for the apostle declares, 
asking the question. “Have they 
stumbled that they should fall ? 
God forbid! !” There is but one 
possible way of escape for a Cal- 
vinist, and that is, tu admit, or 
rather to declare, thata man may 
be made endlessly miserable with- 
out falling; and to prove, if he 
can, that the apostle, when he 
declared, ‘ For if the first fruit 
be holy, the lump is also,” did 
not Know what he was talking 
abeut ! 


QUESTIONS TO BE ANSWERED. 


Where is your authority for 
denying the most positive and 
unequivocal declarations of the 
Lord Jesus Christ, relative to his 
coming inthe “ glory of his Fa- 
ther,” &c. which are contained 
as follows—Matt. x. 23. “ Verily 
I say unto you, ye shall not have 
cone over the cities of Israel till 
ithe Son of man be come.” xvi. 27, 
28. ‘‘For the Son of man shall 
come in the glory of his Father, 
with his angels; then he shall 
reward every man according to 
his works. Verily Isay unto you, 
there be some standing here, 
which shall not taste of death, 
till they see the Son of man com- 
ing in his kingdom.” xxiv. 34. 
. Verily I say unto you, This 
generation shall not pass till all 
these things be fulfilled.” Luke 
xxi. 22. ‘For THESE be the 
days of vengeance; that all things 
which are written may be fulfill- 
ed.” Ver 32. “ Verily I say un- 
to you, This generation shall not 
pass away, till ALL be fulfilled.” 
Mark xiii. 30. the same. Christ 
declares, Matt. xxiv. 34. that he 
would come in the glory of his 








Father during that generation.— 
In the xxvth chap. 8lst ver. to 
the end, he declares, ‘‘ When the 
Son of man shall come in his 
glory,” certain things shall take 
place. Can you prove. that he 
came, agreeably to his declara- 
tion in the 24th chap. previous 
to making his declaration in chap. 
xxv. relative to what he would 
do when he should come? If not, 
vou must admit, that the 24th 
chap. relates to the éime and man- 
ner of his coming; and the 25th 
chap. of the consequences; or 
what he would do when he should 
come! The reader will please to 
recollect, this is a PARABLE. If 
taken literally, sheep and goats, 
and not men, are the parties con- 
eerned! Likewise, that zations, 
not individuals, are separated 
one from another. 

We are “ ready always to give 
an answer to every man that 
asketh” ws ‘‘a reason of the hope 
that is in” us “with meekness 
and fear. 


HENRY FITZ. 
—<p>=———- 


For the Magazine. 
DURATION OF AIQNION. 


Two writers have lately appear- 
ed in the (Boston) Univeralist 
Magazine, one signed ‘ @,’ and the 
other ‘ R. C****,’ on the duration 
of the word «:aviov, which is dif- 
fferently rendered in the Scrip- 
tures, but generally everlasting or 
eternal. 


_ THE question first stated by ‘ @,’ 
(if my memory serves me, for the 
number which contains it does not 
now lay before me) is ‘“‘ How long 
does “a2ia@vyiev mean when applied 
to the righteous? and how long, 
when applied to the wicked?” 
The discussion has been of some 
considerable time pending, and 
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has been conducted with considey- 
able ability on both sides, in 
which (if I recollect right) some 
others have taken a part. The 
question was undoubtedly pro- 
osed, as one involving insupera- 
ble difficuities on the part of Uni- 
versalism, and one which, as was 
supposed, could not be reconciled 
with that doctrine. ‘The answer 
of ‘ R, C****,’ however, has been 
perfectly satisfactory, on that 
head, and (particularly his fast, 
found in the Mayazine of Satur- 
day, November 24th) is, as I 
deem it, conclusive and unaswera- 
ble. But nevertheless, I think he 
has conceded to ‘ @,’ more than 
was necessary, and that they are 
both agreed in a point altogether 
untenable. ‘RK. C***”’ says to ‘6,’ 
‘* According to your reasoning, 
the question ought to have been 
put thus, viz. ‘How long does 
aiwviov mean in the Greek lan- 
guage ” ‘This question, sir, is now 
very easily answered indeed, for 
when e#:av:ov stands alone by ii- 
se/f, or we may say, considered 
entirely separate from the suistan- 
tive, then it means what Park- 
hurst says it does, ‘ eternal, havin 
neither beginning nor end, eternal 
without end,’ &c. &c. But when 
a:wviev is used as an adjective 
(for it always belongs to this part 
of speech) to qualify any substan- 
tive, then it is used according to 
the nature or quality of the swéstan- 
tive, either in a limited or unlim- 
ited sense.” Now, notwithstanding 
the deference due to learned lexi- 
cographers, yet I am not satisfied 
with what they have written on 
this subject; and it is very possi- 
ble that they have ziven some 
of their definitions, and this amon 
the number, more from the force 
of an early education, which had 
previously biased their minds in 
favour of those opinions, than 
from a consideration of the na- 


ture and philosophy of language, 
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Lexicons are founded on the use 
of words, and not the use of words 
on lexicons. Yea, the use of 
words, in every language, existed, 
and had become established by 
custom, long before lexicons could 
exist. Lexicons, therefore, are 
useful to the unlearned only; the 
learned make lexicons, but are not 
instructed by them. LElence, if we 
want to find the true meaning of 
words, we must go to the language 
itself, in which those words are 
used, rather than to lexicons ; In 
doing which, we have a right to 
avail ourselves of all the light 
(and we have reason to be thank- 
ful for it) which lexicons afford us 
on this subject. It is a fixed prin- 
ciple, which I believe will hold 
good in all languages, that no ad- 
jective can mean any thing more 
than the substantive from which 
it is derived; hence, when I say 
that snow is white, I speak of the 
whiteness of snow; that a crow is 
black, I speak of the biackness of a 
crow; that an apple is sweet, l 
speak of the sweetness of an ap- 
ohh that I have my dai/y bread, 

speak of bread for a day; that 
I pay my yearly rent, L speak 
of rent for a year. In all these ex- 
amples, and ever so many more 
as might be given, it will be per- 
ceived that the adjective and noun 
or substantive mean exactly the 
same thing when they refer to the 
same subject. So if I should say 
a:aysoy punishment, or «vs oy lite, 
I should speak of punishment or 
life /asting for an «sav, 1. e. lasting 


for an AGE; and nothing more; for 


this plain and obvious reason, he- 
cause e&sa@ysoy cannot mean, as an 
adjective, any thing more than 
what is expressed by «av, the 
substantive from which it is de- 
rived. Now, notwithstanding Mr. 
Parkhurst says, (i. e. in one sense 
in which this word is used) ‘‘ Both 
in the singular and plural it signi- 


fies eternity, whether past, or to | 








come,” IT would ask, How can 


any word, which may be used in 
the plural number, signify eternity, 
either in the singular or plural ? 
Eternity is simple continuance— 
and although we may say eternity 
past or eternity fulure ; yet we can- 
not say eternities past nor eterni- 
tics fu‘ure. And if we wean to 
include the past and future, still it 
is but one eternity. It is a mis- 
take therefore, that either «:ay or 
w:a@ves, can In any one instance, 
strictly speaking, mean efernity, 
but simply age or ages, which may 
be longer or shorter, but never 
endless. Mr. Parkhurst is more 
correct, when he says, ‘ A:ay in 
the LX X generally answers to ths 
Heb. ra biy oum, Which denotes 
time hiuden from man, whether in- 
definite or definite, whether past or 
future.” In this I believe he is 
perfectly correct; and theretore 
‘ht. C.’ is, in part, correct in saying 
that “‘ when «:aysoy is used as an 
adjective (in which sense it is al- 
ways used) to qualify any substan- 
tive, then it is used according to 
the naiure or quality of that sub- 
stantive ;” that is, its meaning, be- 
ing in itself indefinite, has no 
quality to extend the meaning of 
any substantive beyond its own 
nature, which may be very limit- 
ed; so, on the other hand, the na- 
ture of the subject cannot alter 
the abstract meaning of the term, 
which, however indefinite, is still 
limited, because its root is limited. 
We can form no definite idea of 
eternity; forif we could, we should 
thereby limit it. But God, who 
inhabiteth eternity, must necessari- 
ly exist, or live, through all times, 
ages, or dispensations of time; and 
therefore there is no more impro- 
priety in applying the adjective 
a:wviovto him, than there would 
be in applying the adjective great to 
him ; and yet, after all, it does not 
necessarily follow that great either 





a 









does or can, In any one instance, 
mean infinite.* 

I am well aware that these ar- 
guments are not supported by lex- 
icons, to which ‘ @ seems ta pay so 
much deference, yet I believe they 
are. supported by reason and the 
nature of things; if they are not 
so, I should like, for one, to be 
convinced of the fact: therefore, 
if the editor of the (Boston) Uni- 
versalist Magazine will be so obli- 
ging as to insest the above in his 
useful work, it is possible that 1 
may be able to obtain some turther 
light on this important subject. 


K. 





* Ava, is evidently a compound 
word, composed of es: (semper) 
aways, (the « being dropped) and 
ay (ens) existiny, or beiug, which 
would seem to make out always eg- 
isting, or always being. But when 
we come to examine these words, 
we fiud that the use made of them 
wili not bear such a construction, 
unless it be in a limited sense.— 
The only texts quoted by Park- 
hurst where #«: is pretended to be 
unvestrained, are Acts vii. 51. and 
2 Cor. vi. 10. Let the reader ex- 
amine those passages and he will 
perceive that a<: (always; as used 
in them, cannot mean efernity.— 
“ Ye do always resist the Holy 
Spirit; as your fathers did, so do 
ye.” Always, in this text, cannot 
mean any more than continually, 
or from one time being to another. 
“As sorrowful, yet always rejoic- 
ine.” Afways. here, has the same 
meaning ; tor surely the Apostle 
did not speak of eternal joy. In 
all other places it is admitted that 
“es is used ina limited or re- 
Strained sense; as Mark xv. 8. 
(where it is rendered ever) 2 Cor. 
iv. 11, and 2 Peter, i. 12: where it 
is also rendered always, but no 
one will say that itcan in any of 
these cases mean eternity. The 
other part of the word wy, being 
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the present participle of the verb 
erws to be, simply expresses being 
or existing, without any relation te 
time whatsoever. Therefore, as 
Parkhurst justly states, “ Aray 
denotes duration, or cotinuance of 
time, but with great variety. ”— 
The texts which he quotes, where 
he supposes that it means eternity, 
are the following, viz. Luke 1. 55, 
‘As he spake to our fathers, to 
Abraham, and to his seed, eis rov 
atave to the age.” In the ori. 
ginal, this verse, all except these 
words,es 70> wsove isin a paren- 
thesis, which.would connect the 
words to the age or for ever, 
with verse 54. In GRIESBACH, 
the words as he spake to our fa- 
thers, only, are in a parenthesis, 
and instead of ¢'5 tov ci:wva, he 
has ews asavos, which does nct 
materially vary the meaning. The 
text might, therefore, according tp 
Griesbach, read thus, (which is 
the translation of Dr, Campbell,) 
‘*‘ He supporteth Israel his servant 
(as he promised to our fathers,) 
ever inclining to mercy towards 
Abraham and his seed.” This be- 
ing the sense of the passage, who 
can say that the word ever, in this 
text, necessarily means any thing 
more than continually ?’—Acts xv. 
18. “Known unto God are ali 
his works from the beginning of 
aewvos theworld.’ Can this mean 
eternity? This textis mostly left 
out in Griesbach; and wiich, ac- 
cording to him, is rendered in the 
improved version thus, ‘‘ Saith 
the Lord, who doeth these things 
(which were) known (to him) «x 
Ai wyas of old.” ‘The words in- 
closed in parentheses are sup- 
plied. Now whether we render the 
words ax’ a:wvos from the beginn- 
ing of the world, from the age, of old, 
or in what way soever they may be 
rendered, how can we understand 
from them eternity? And even 
should it be admitted that the text 
would be equally true if we 
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Lexicons are founded on the use 
of words, and not the use of words 
on lexicons. Yea, the use of 
words, in every language, existed, 
and had become established by 
custom, long before lexicons could 
exist. Lexicons, therefore, are 
useful to the unlearned only; the 
learned make lexicons, but are not 
instructed by them. lence, if we 
want to find the true meaning of 
words, we must go to the language 
itself, in which those words are 
used, rather than to lexicons ; mm 
doing which, we have a right to 
avail ourselves of all the light 
(and we have reason to be thank- 
ful for it) which lexicons afford us 
on this subject. It is a fixed prin- 
ciple, which [ believe will hold 
good in all languages, that no ad- 
jective can mean any thing more 
than the substantive from which 
it is derived; hence, when I say 
that snow is white, I speak of the 
whiteness of snow; that a crow is 
black, I speak of the biackness of a 
crow; that an apple is sweet, I 
speak of the sweetness of an ap- 
th that I have my daily bread, 

speak of bread for a day; that 
I pay my yearly rent, L speak 
of rent for a year. In all these ex- 
amples, and ever so many more 
as might be given, it will be per- 
ceived that the adjective and noun 
or substantive mean exactly the 
same thing when they refer to the 
same subject. So if I should say 
a:ayioy punishment, or «wv: oy lite, 
I should speak of punishment or 
life /asting for an a: ay, 1. e. lasting 


for an AGE; and nothing more; for 


this plain and obvious reason, be- 
cause e@ysov cannot mean, as an 
adjective, any thing more than 


what is expressed by aay, the 


substantive from which it is de- 
rived. Now, notwithstanding Mr. 
Parkhurst says, (i. e. in one sense 
in which this word is used) ‘‘ Both 
in the singular and plural it signi- 


fies eternity, whether past, or to || 








come,” IT would ask, How can 


any word, which may be used in 
the plural number, signify eternity, 
either in the singular or plural ? 
Eternity is simple continuance— 
and although we may say eternity 
past or eternity future ; yet we can- 
not say elernities past nor eterni- 
ties fu‘ure. And if we mean to 
include the past and future, still it 
is but one eternity. It is a mis- 
take therefore, that either «:ay or 
e:wves, can in any one instance, 
strictly speaking, mean eternity, 
but simply age or ages, which may 
be longer or shorter, but never 
endless. Mr. Parkhurst is more 
correct, when he says, ‘“ A:ay in 
the LX X generally answers to the 
Heb. ea dsy om, Which denotes 
time hiuden from man, whether in- 
definite or definite, whether past or 
future.” In this I believe he is 
perfectly correct; and therefore 
‘RR. C.’ is, in part, correct in saying 
that ‘‘ when «/aysey is used as an 
adjective (in which sense it is al- 
ways used) to qualify any substan- 
tive, then itis used according to 
the naiure or quality of that sub- 
stantive ;” that is, its meaning, be- 
ing in itself indefinite, has no 
quality to extend the meaning of 
any substantive beyond its own 
nature, which may be very hmit- 
ed; so, on the other hand, the na- 
ture of the subject cannot alter 
the abstract meaning of the term, 
which, however indefinite, is still 
limited, because its root is limited. 
We can form no definite idea of 
eternity; forif we could, we should 
thereby limit it. But God, who 
inhabiteth eternity, must necessari- 
ly exist, or live, through all times, 
ages, or dispensations of time; and 
therefore there is no more impro- 
priety in applying the adjective 
a:wviovto him, than there would 
be in applying the adjective great to 
him ; and yet, after all, it does not 
necessarily follow that great either 
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does or can, I any one instance, 
mean injinile.* 

[ am well aware that these ar- 
guments are not supported by lex- 
icons, to which ‘ @ seems ta pay so 
much deference, yet I believe they 
are. supported by reason and the 
nature of things; if they are not 
so, I should like, for one, to be 
convinced of the fact: therefore, 
if the editor of the (Boston) Uni- 
versalist Magazine will be so obli- 
ging as to insest the above in his 
useiul work, it is possible that 1 
may be able to obtain some turther 
light on this important subject. 





* Avo, is evidently a compound 
word, composed of wes (semper) 
aways, (the « being dropped) and 
ay (ens) existing, or beiug, which 
world seem to make out always ex- 
isting, or always veing. But when 
we come to examine these words, 
we fiuc that the use made of them 
wili not bear such a construction, 
unless it be in a limited sense.— 
The only texts quoted by Park- 
hurst where «es is pretended to be 
unrestrained, are Acts vii. 51. and 
2 Cor. vi. 10. Let the reader ex- 
amine those passages and he will 
perceive that a<: (always; as used 
in them, cannot mean efernity.— 
“Ye do always resist the Holy 
Spirit; as your fathers did, so do 
ye.” Always, in this text, cannot 
mean any more than continually, 
or from one time being to another. 
“As sorrowful, yet always rejoic- 
ing.” Always. here, has the same 
meaning ; for surely the Apostle 
did not speak of eternal joy. In 
all other places it is admitted that 
“es is used ina limited or re- 
Strained sense; as Mark xv. 8. 
(where it is rendered ever) 2 Cor. 
iv. 11, and 2 Peter, i. 12: where it 
is also rendered always, but no 
one will say that it can in any of 
these cases mean eternity. The 
other part of the word wy, being 














Duration of Aionion. 149. 


the present participle of the verb 
ecus to be, simply expresses being 
or existing, without any relation to 
time whatsoever. Therefore, as 
Parkhurst justly states, “ Aca» 
denotes duration, or cotinuance of 
time, but with great variety. ”— 
The texts which he quotes, where 
he supposes that it means eternity, 
are the following, viz. Luke 1. 54, 
* As he spake to our fathers, to 
Abraham, and to his seed, eis rev 
atave to the age.” In the ori- 
ginal, this verse, all except these 
words,e:s 709 asava isin a paren- 
thesis, which.would connect the 
words to the age or for ever, 
with verse 54. In GRIESBACH, 
the words as he spake to our fa- 
thers, only, are in a parenthesis, 
and instead of ¢:¢ Tov c:wva, he 
has ¢#$ «saves, which does nct 
materially vary the meaning. The 
text might, therefore, according to 
Griesbach, read thus, (which is 
the translation of Dr, Campbell,) 
‘* He supporteth Israel his servant 
(as he promised to our fathers,) 
ever inclining to mercy towards 
Abraham and his seed.” This be- 
ing the sense of the passage, who 
can say that the word ever, in this 
text, necessarily means any thing 
more than continually ’—Acts xv. 
18. ‘Known unto God are ali 
his works from the beginning of 
asaves theworld.’ Can this mean 
eternity’ This text is mostly left 
out in Griesbach; and which, ac- 
cording to him, is rendered in the 
improved version thus, ‘ Saith 
the Lord, who doeth these things 
(which were) known (to him) ax 
Ai wWyos of old.” ‘The words in- 
closed in parentheses are sup- 
plied. Now whether we render the 
words ax’ asavos from the beginn- 
ing of the world, from the age, of old, 
or in what way soever they may be 
rendered, how can we understand 
from them eternity? And even 
should it be admitted that the text 
would be equally true if we 
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should substitute eternity for «1 avs 
yet it would not necessarily tol- 
tow that a:wvos means eternity, 


even in this text; for, supposing’ 


1 should say, that a thing existed 
long ago, which thing ever existed, 
does it necessarily follow that 
Jong ago must have the meaning 
of ever in that sentence? Cer- 
tainly not. For I might rot mean 
to speak of the eternal existence 
of the thing, although I might Le- 
lieve at the same time that that was 
the fact. We have the same ex- 
pression in Acts i. 21. ‘* Which 
God hath spoken by the mouth 
of all his holy prophets, «7° 
astayos inthe age.” In what age? 
Ans. In the age of the prophets, 
or in which the prophets lived. In 
justification of rendering axe in, 
see Macknight, who refers to 2 
Cor.i. 14. “ Also ye have (aro 
wegous) in part acknowledged.” 
But can we say that God has 
spoken by the prophets from eter- 
nity? Certainly not. Yet he has 
spoken ax’ «:wyos, and what is the 
reason that the apostle might not 
speak of the same thing, and al- 
tude to the same time in Acts xv. 
18? For the apostle does not say 
to whom these things were known, 
——that is left to be supplied; let us 
then, instead of the words to him, 
supply the words to the holy pro- 
pheis, and then the text will read 
thus, ‘‘ Who doeth these things 
known (to the holy prophets) «’ 
arwyes in (that) age.” Then you 
have exactly the same form of ex- 
pression as in Acts ili 21. and the 
words then must have the same 


‘meaning. Now, how can it alter 


the meaning of the words «’ 
«:#vos,in relation to the same sub- 
ject, because it is the knowledge 
of God which is spoken of, and 
not the the knowledge of man? If 
this should alter the meaning of 
those words, the reason is entirely 
out of my sight; unless, however, 
it should be argued, what I hardly 
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think will be contended for, that 
the apostle could not speak of the 
knowledge of God in any given 
time without implying his know- 
ledge throughout eternity.— Matt. 
vi. 13. “ Por thine is the kingdom, 
and the power, and the glory, ¢/< 
tous aswvas tothe ages. Amen.” 
This text is thrown out altogether 
by Griesbach, as spurious. But, 
even were it not, it only carries 
the mind forward to the times of 
the restitution or consummation of 
all things, without saying any 
thing how long those periods shall 
last.— “ark iii. 29. “‘ Hath not for- 
giveness ¢:¢ Toy ciava to the age, 
but is In danger a:aws xpiceac 
of continual condemnation.” The 
words ¢6s Tey aswve are omitted 
in some copies, but admitting that 
they are genuine, they express no 
idea of the duration of the age 
spoken of.—Luke i. 33. ‘“‘ And he 
shall reign over the house of Is- 
rael ¢1s tTovg atavas to the ages.” 
See above on Matt. vi. 13. ‘That 
this cannot mean eternity. is evi- 
dent trom 1 Cor. xv. 24, 28 wich 
see. When Christ shall give up 
the kingdom, he wil! no ‘onger 
reign as king.—Jolin iv. 14 ‘: But 
whosoever shali drink of the water 
which I shall give him, shall not 
thirst es tov asava to the age.” 
This and all similar passages, in- 
stead of speaking of the duration 
of the period, called in the text 
roy asave the age, rather speak of 
the time from the then present 
time to the time, or to the com- 
mencenient of the time, spoken of 
as ap important period called the 
age, or in some passages (see 
Matt. xii 34. Eph. i. 21. 11.7). the 
coming age or ages.—Ch. vi. 51. 
“If any man eat of this bread, 
he shall live e:¢ toy asaya to the 
age.” This is similar to the pas- 
sage above.—~Eph. iii. 11. ‘ Ac- 
cording to a predisposition 74? 


-aeravar of the ages, which he-made 
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field's translation. ‘ According to 
the purpose, or design, of the age 
(pur. tor sing. superlative) which 
he constituted by Christ Jesus.” 
See Im. Ver. note. This certain- 
Jy cannot mean eternity.—1 Tim. 
i. 17. ‘‘ Now unto the King eter- 
nal, immortal, invisible, the only 
(wise) God, be honour and glory 
615 TOUS abavas Tay aiawyayio the 
ages of ages.” See what has been 
said above, on John iv. 14 which 
will also apply here. But how can 
ages of ages, ever so many times 
repeated, mean eternity? The 
reader may also examine Gal. i.5. 
Rev. 1. 6, 18. v. 14. x. 6. xiv. 11. 
xv. 7. xx. 10: in all of which the 
above phrase is used, which liter- 
ally is to the ages of ages.—2 Pet. 
iil. 18. “* To him be glory both now 
and ¢1s ‘smepayv wiwvos to the day 
of aye.” This, Parkhurst and 
others say, is literally ihe day of 
eternity: but why should e:savos 
here have a different meaning 
from what it has in other places? 
Besides, the day spoken ot in the 
chapter, called the day of the Lord, 
(see verse 10,) which is evidently 
the day alluded to here, is the day 
of the consummation of al! things ; 
which must and will take place 
before Christ shall deliver up the 
kingdom to the Father, (“‘ For he 
must reign until he hath put allene- 
mies under his feet.”) and Christ 
will deliver up the kingdom to 
God, even the father (see 1 Cor. 
xv. 24.) before eternity, properly 
speaking, will commence, or in 
other »ords, before the dispensa- 
tion of the fulness of times (see Ep. 
1. 10.) shall be closed. Now, I ap- 
prehend, that none of the periods 
spoken of in scripture, expressed 
by «sav, plur, aroves, or the ad- 
jective derived from that substan- 
live, @svsox, necessarily carry the 
mind beyond the consummation, 
or restitution of all things. There 
was no occasion of expressing pe- 








riods beyond this, but when the } 
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apostle speaks of that life which 
extends into eternity, he calls it 
Cans axaradvts indissoluble life } 
Heb. vii. 16. The ‘ dreorrupiible 
God,” (Rom. i 23.) even ‘ the 
Father of our Lord Jesus Christ,” 
according to his abundant mercy, 
hath begotten us again unto a live- 
ly hope, by the resurrection of 
Jesus Christ from the dead, to an 
‘inheritance incorruptiole,” &c. So 
it will be perceived that the life 
given us in Christ cannot be dis- 
solved, for it is indissoluble, and 
our inheritance, partaking of the 
nature of God, is cucorruptibie! 
There is no more danger there- 
fore, that it should ever fade away, 
than there is that God will cease 
to exist. See l Pet. 1. 4. 

I have extended this note beyond 
what was anticipated when Icom- 
menced it, but not beyond what 
has been thought necessary to 
give a full and complete elucida- 
tion of the subject. 


_— } <> 


Extract from the Minutes of the 
Universatian Convention, held 
at Palmyra, Portage Coun- 


ty, Ohio, September 4, 1821. 


A NUMBER of brethren, be- 
lieving ia the Abrahamic faith, 
met at the house of brother John 
T. Baldwin, in Palmyra, Port- 
age county, Ohio, agreably to 
previous appointment, for the 
purpose of forming an Associa- 
tion. The business of the even- 
ing was introduded by an appro- 
priate exhortation by brother 
Timothy Bigelow, brother C. 
Rogers, brother N. 8. Johnson, 
& brother R. Jones; devout pray- 
er by brother N. B. Johnson. 

Resolved, to form into an As- 
sociation to be hereafter known 
by the name of the NORTH- 
ERN OHIO UNIVERSA- 
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LIAN ASSOCIATION, 

Chose brother T. Bigelow, 
moderator, N. B. Johnsen, clerk, 
E. Williams, assistant clerk. 

Received eleven churches and 
sixteen sociéties into fellowship. 

Received twenty-two repre- 
sentatives from different places 
where there are no regular socie- 
ties, 

Brother Artemas Ruggles, 
brother Hiram Roundy, brother 
Caleb Wetmore, brother Isaac 
Wilcox, brother Seth Smith, 
and brother Daniel Burroughs 
were ordained as deacons in the 
several cliurches to which they 
belong. Ordained brother Ebe- 
nezer Williams, and brother 
Chandier Rogers, as ministers 
atlarge. Granted a letter of 
fellowship to brother Lemuel 
Graham as minister at large. 

After the several duties of the 
day,* the ministers, delegates, 
and representatives returned in 
order te the Convention Hall, 
and adjourned the Association, 
fo meet again at Shalersville, 
Portage county, Ohio, on the 
jirst Wednesday and ‘Thursday 
of September next. Concluding 
prayer by brother N. B. Johnson. 

T. BIGELOW, Jioderator. 
Attest, N. B. JoHNson, Clerk, 

E. WicutaMs, As’t. Clerk. 


—o——- 


A GENERAL EPISTLE FOR 1821. 


The Northern Ohio Universa- 
lian Association, combined and 
connected together in love, to 
the many brethren that are 
scattered abroad throughout 
this western world, who profess 
like precious faith with the Fa- 
ther of the faithful, in whose 
seed all the kindreds of the 
earth shall be blessed : 





* The Convention sot two days.—Ep. 
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Dearly vecoved Brethircn—I]i 


“is but a short time since your 


numbers were but very few, in 
this part of God’s heritage, 
and now you are a humerous 
people. It is not yet sever 
years since your first brother 
in tlie ministry of the gospel of 
universal peace, came t6 you: 
and he laboured alone for a 
long time, and suffered much 
from the enemies of the cross of 
Jesus. But what does he now 
see :—himself surrounded by 
faithful brethren in the minis- 
try, and hundreds of both men 
and women listening to hear the 


words of eternal life drop from 


their lips, which is like rati 
upon grass and dew upon herbs. 
Brethren, the harvest truly is 
great, and your brethren in the 
ninistry but few: We would, 
therefore, exhort you to form 
yourselves into societies, and 
forsrke not the assembling of 
yourselves together as the man- 
ner of some is. We have ap- 
pointed you deacons, in some 
places, to attend with you. We 
expect them to be faithful. Re- 
ceive from them, and from one 
another, the word of exhortation 
and prayer; and no brother can 
excuse himself from the duties 
of prayer. We advise you to 
read such books in your meet- 
ings as shall be for the good of 
the Zion of our God. Neglect 
on opportunities of attending the 
preaching of your order: If 
you cannot obtain Sabbathday 
preaching, call on your breth- 
ren in the ministry for lectures: 
they are willing at all times te 
preach to you. Do not make 


‘for excuse that you are poor, 


and that your numbers are few: 
for the poor must have the gos- 
pel preached to them. Your 
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numbers will remain few if you 
are not faithful. Remember that 
it pleased God by the foolish- 
ness of preaching to save some. 

Brethren, your whole num- 
ber, seven years ago, that be- 
lieved in the universal love of 
God, did not exceed twenty; and 
at this time, on the same ground, 
your numbers are more than fif- 
teen hundred, who can witness 
that your heavenly Father is 
good unto all, and his tender 
mercies are over all the works 
of his hand. Besides this, there 
is a large body of brethren, 
still further to the west, with 
hearts lifted to heaven, and are 
anxiously looking for your breth- 
ren in the ministry, that are 
now with you; and we expect 
to be with them in one wéek 
from this time, to form them 
into an Association. 

Brethren, if there is joy in 
heaven at the return of one sin- 
ner, what shouting of praise 
must there be in the heavenly 
world, at the return of those 
multitudes in this western 
world. ‘The light comethfrom 
the east and shineth even unto 
the west.’ The council came to- 
gether with a single eye to the 
glory of God. ‘There was no 
discord: the business of the se- 
veral churches and societies is 
so done as we trust will be at- 
tended with good. And when 
we retired to the house of pub- 
lic worship, the long, numerous 
and regular procession which 
accompanied us, made our 


hearts to swell with gratitudeto 


the great Master of assemblies, 

for the visible works of his pow- 

erin unveiling the hearts and 

opening the eyes of the under- 

standings of so many, to behold 

and enjoy this common salvation 
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which was once delivered to 
the saints. With joy did we 
hear the words of eternal life 
drop from the lips of our bre- 
thren in the ministry like honey, 
which was witnessed by the 
bright countenances of both men 
and women, of all ages, which 
composed the candid and at- 
tentive congregation, while the 
tear of joy so sweetly rolled 
from hundreds of eyes at the 
same time. 

Dearly beloved brethren, let 
us stand fast in the liberty 
wherewith Christ has made us 
free ; and may the Lord of life 
and glory add to our numbers 
and graces until not a discor- 
dant sound shall be heard in all 
the great Temple of Nature, 
but all be of one heart and one 
mind to praise the Lord. 

Done by order of the Associa- 
tion. 

TIMOTHY BIGELOW, 
Presiding Elder. 
eR 
A FRAUD. 

The following will show the 
timely, and (as I conceive) provi- 
dential discovery of a FRAUD, 
which, in its nature, if notin de- 
gree, is the most wicked, the most 
mischievous, of any ever practis- 


ed upon man. The author of 


such gross and flagrant imposi- 
tion, can no more be a friend to 
the person in whose name he 
writes, than to the person who is 
liable to be imposed upon by his 
writing ; for such frauds often 
lead, and, had it not been for the 
timely discovery, would, in this 
case, probably have led to very 
serious consequences. 

Some time last week, I re- 
ceived a letter purporting to-be 


! a letter from the Rev. Mr. Tay: 
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lor, of New-Haven, (Conn.) 
post marked, New-Haven, Nov. 
15. Qn perusing said letter, I 
found it related to my letter to 
Mr. ‘Faylor, published in the 
Magazine of October, page 81; 
and I was surprised to find that 
it contained such abusive lan- 
guage as.I should not have ex- 
pected from any gentleman, 
more especially from a respec- 
table minister of the gospel ; 
and [: was still more surprised 
to find a request in the letter 
that it should be published in 
the same periodical work where 
my letter to Mr. Taylor had 
been, published! Not. suspect- 
ing, however, any. fraud, I pro- 
posed to publish the letter, with 
my,remarks thereon in reply. 
But, as. the present. number of 
the Magazine was not coming 
out for several weeks, and that 
the. letter. might. receive the 
earliest notice possible, in New- 
Haven, I sent a copy of the 
same, with my reply, to my 
friend there, who, as I under- 
stood, republished my letter to 
Mr. T., with liberty to publish 
this. also, agreeably to the re- 
quest of its author ; calculating 
at.the same time to have pub- 
lished it here in this number of 
the Magazine. And a part of 
it-has been.actually.in type, and 
the whole would have been, to- 
gether with my reply, had it 
not been for another circum- 
ce. which seems to be equally 
providential. 

This morning, (Nov. 30th,) I 
have received a letter from Mr. 
John C. Gray, of New-Haven, 
declaring the letter in question 
to be a forgery! I:cannot be too 
thankful for the timely disco- 
very; as the publication of such 
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a letter must have been atterded 
with unpleasant consequences, 
and no doubt would have bees 


a serious injury, both to Mr. 


Taylor and myself. I shall here 
subjoin an extract from Mr, 
Gray’s letter on the subject: 

“Yours, enclosing a copy of 
a letter, purporting to be from 
Mr. Taylor to you, together with 
your reply, was duly received on 
Sabbath morning. I did not at 
the time suspect any fraud; but 
on shewing the document next 
day to Mr. Flagg, he intimated 
his suspicions that it was a for- 
gery; and on a re-perusal of if, 
I felt confident his suspicions 
were well grounded. For some 
days past, Mr. Taylor has been 
much afflicted in his family by 
sickness; and yesterday he bu- 
ried a child. We therefore did 
not think it prudent, or neces- 
sary, to encroach on his retire- 
ment, at such a juncture ; and of 
course deferred any application 
till this morning; when [ ad- 
dressed him a respectful note, 
requesting him to affirm or deny 
having written the letter in ques- 
tion. He positively denies ever 
having written you at any pe- 
riod!” 

The knowledge of the letter 
in question having already gone 
abroad here, it was necessary to 
say something on the subject: 
and the above will fully account 
for its not appearing in print, as 
was expected. 


ABNER KNEELAND. 


*,* Since writing the above, 
I received another letter, dated 
New-Haven, Nov. 18, _ post- 
marked Dec. 2, and signed An- 
drew Curtiss, on the same sub- 
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ect, and written very much in 
the same style. This also may 
be a forgery !—and for the ho- 
nour of Mr. Curtiss, -Gif there be 
such a man living in New-Ha- 
ven,) 1 hope it is, for I should 
be very sorry to impute such a 
letter to any one of Mr. Taylor’s 
friends. When I can be certi- 
fied, however, that Mr. Curtiss 
is a gentleman of respectability, 
that he wrote the letter in ques- 
tion, and that he is one of whom 
Mr. Taylor approves as the vin- 
dicator of his conduct, (as he 
speaks of Mr. Taylor as “our 
pastor,”)then 1 am ready to give 
his letter all that attention which 
it merits: until which time, I[ 
shall pass it with a single re- 
mark. In a note on the first 
page, the writer says, “If ever 


that house was made a den of 


thieves, 1 think I can be justi- 
fied hy saying it was the evening 
that you officiated therein, for it 
has been acknowledged, and fre- 
quently remarked, that the most 
profane, abandoned, and vile in 
the place, were present that eve- 
ning.” Now, supposing all this 
true; does it necessarily follow 
that they went there that eve- 
ning to steal, or that they were 
made any worse by going? I 
truly lament that such charac- 
ters, as are mentioned in the 
above note, either live in, or 
about New-Haven; a village 
so respectable for being the seat 
of the sciences, and, one would 
hope, of religion also; but, that 
there are such vile characters 
in that place, the speaker on 
that evening cannot be account- 
able, having never before either 
visited or preached in the 


place, 
A. K. 











laguirer after Truth. 156 


From the (Boston) Univ. Magazine. 


TO THE EDITORS OF THE CHRIS- 
TIAN WATCHMAN. 


Gentlemen—In your paper of 
Sept. 8th, I find a letter from 
Mr. Ward to a Dr. Stuart of 
Edinburgh. The following part 
arrested my attention. He says, 
‘‘We have now seen, that the 
Baptists, who were formerly call- 
ed Anabaptists, and in later 


times Mennonites, were the ori- 


ginal Waldences ; and who have 


long, in the history of the church, 


received the honour of that ori- 
gin. On this account, the Bap- 
tists may be considered as the 
only christian commnnity whicl 
has stood since the times of the 
apostles; aad as a christian so- 
ciety which has preserved pure 
the doctrines of the gospel 
through all ages.”—I presume, 
gentlemen, it did not occur either 
to you or Mr. Ward, that the 


Mennonites are not only Bap- 


tists, but that they are only Uni- 


versalists. My authority for this 


is, Adam’s religious world dis- 
page 387. He 
says, ‘‘The Mennonites in Hol- 
held the doc- 
trine of the Uuiversalists.” Is 
Mr. Ward a Universalist as well 
asa Baptist? And did he consi- 
der .Universal Salvation as one 
gospel 
which they have held im purity 


played, vol dd. 


land, have long 


of the doctrines of the 


through all ages? Either tyo 


much is here said in praise of 


the Mennonites, or Universal 
Salvation is a pure doctrine 
of the gospel. Yes, gentlemen, 
these Mennonites whom you 
glory in as so honourable to 
your sect, are said to be Uni- 
versalists. They held, 
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lor, of New-Haven, (Conn.) 
post marked, New-Haven, Nov. 
15. Qn perusing said letter, I 
found it related to my letter to 
Mr. Taylor, published in the 
Magazine of October, page 81; 
and I was surprised to find that 
it contained such abusive lan- 
guage. as.1 should not have ex- 
pected from any gentleman, 
more especially from a respec- 
table minister of the gospel ; 
and [was still more surprised 
to find a request in the letter 
that it should be published in 
the same periodical work where 
my letter to Mr. Taylor had 
been, published! Not. suspect- 
ing, however, any fraud, I pro- 
posed to publish the letter, with 
my remarks thereon in reply. 
But. as. the present. number of 
the Magazine was not coming 
out for several weeks, and that 
the. letter. might. receive the 
earliest notice possible, in New- 
Haven, I sent a copy of the 
same, with my reply, to my 
friend there, who, as I under- 
stood, republished my letter to 
Mr. T., with liberty to publish 
this. also, agreeably to the re- 
quest of its author ; calculating 
at the same time to have pub- 
lished it here in this number of 
the Magazine. And a part of 
it-has been. actually.in type, and 
the whole would have been, to- 
gether with my reply, had it 
not been for another circum- 
ce. which seems to be equally 
providential. 

This morning, (Nov. 30th,) I 
have received a letter from Mr. 
John C. Gray, of New-Haven, 
declaring the letter in question 
to be a forgery! I-:cannot be too 
thankful for the timely disco- 
very; as the publication of such 
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a letter must have been atter.ded 
with unpleasant consequences, 
and no doubt would have beer 
a serious injury, both to Mr. 
‘Taylor and myself. I shall here 
subjoin an extract from Mr. 
Gray’s letter on the subject: 

‘Yours, enclosing a copy of 
a letter, purporting to be from 
Mr. ‘Taylor to you, together with 
your reply, was duly received on 
Sabbath morning. I did not at 
the time suspect any fraud; but 
on shewing the document next 
day to Mr. Flagg, he intimated 
his suspicions that it was a for- 
gery; and on a re-perusal of if, 
I felt confident his suspicions 
were well grounded. For some 
days past, Mr. Taylor has been 
much afflicted in his family by 
sickness; and yesterday he bu- 
ried a child. We therefore did 
not think it prudent, or neces- 
sary, to encroach on his retire- 
ment, at such a juncture ; and of 
course deferred any application 
till this morning; when [ ad- 
dressed him a respectful note, 
requesting him to affirm or deny 
having written the letter in ques- 
tion. He positively denies ever 
having written you at any pe- 
riod ! ” 

The knowledge of the letter 
in question having already gone 
abroad here, it was necessary to 
say something on the subject : 
and the above will fully account 
for its not appearing in print, as 
was expected. 

ABNER KNEELAND. 


*, * Since writing the above, 
I received another letter, dated 
New-Haven, Nov. 138, post- 
marked Dec. 2, and signed An- 
drew Curtiss, on the same sub- 
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ect, and written very much in 
the same style. This also may 
be a forgery !—and for the ho- 
nour of Mr. Curtiss, if there be 
such a man living in New-Ha- 
ven,) I hope it is, for I should 
be very sorry to impute such a 
letter to any one of Mr. Taylor’s 
friends. When [I can be certi- 
fied, however, that Mr. Curtiss 
is a gentleman of respectability, 
that he wrote the letter in ques- 
tion, and that he is one of whom 
Mr. Taylor approves as the vin- 
dicator of his conduct, (as he 
speaks of Mr. Taylor as “our 
pastor,”) then 1 am ready to give 
his letter all that attention which 
it merits: until which time, I 
shall pass it with a single re- 
mark. In a note on the first 
page, the writer says, ‘‘ If ever 


that house was made a den of 


thieves, | think I can be justi- 
fied hy saying it was the evening 
that you officiated therein, for it 
has been acknowledged, and fre- 
quently remarked, that the most 
profane, abandoned, and vile in 
the place, were present that eve- 
ning.” Now, supposing all this 
true; does it necessariiy follow 
that they went there that eve- 
ning to steal, or that they were 
made any worse by going? I 
truly lament that such charac- 
ters, as are mentioned in the 
above note, either live in, or 
about New-Haven; a village 
so respectable for being the seat 
of the sciences, and, one would 
hope, of religion also; but, that 
there are such vile characters 
in that place, the speaker on 
that evening cannot be account- 
able, having never before either 
visited or preached in the 


place, 
A. K. 
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From the (Boston) Univ. Magazine, 


TO THE EDITORS OF THE CHRIS- 
TIAN WATCHMAN. 


Gentlemen—In your paper of 
Sept. 8th, I find a letter from 
Mr. Ward to a Dr. Stuart of 
Edinburgh. The following part 
arrested my attention. He says, 
‘We have now seen, that the 
Baptists, who were formerly call- 
ed Anabaptists, and in later 
times Mennonites, were the ori- 
ginal Waldences ; and who have 
long, in the history of the church, 


_received the honour of that ori- 


gin. On this account, the Bap- 
tists may be considered as the 
only christian commnnity whicl 
has stood since the times of the 
apostles; and as a christian so- 
ciety which has preserved pure 
the doctrines of the gospel 
through all ages.”—I presume, 
gentlemen, it did not occur erther 
to you or Mr. Ward, that the 
Mennonites are not only Bap- 
tists, but that they are only Uni- 
versalists. My authority for this 
is, Adam’s religious world dis- 
played, vol dd. page 387. He 
says, ‘‘The Mennonites in Hol- 
land, have long held the doc- 
trine of the Uuiversalists.” Is 
Mr. Ward a Universalist as well 
asa Baptist? And did he consi- 
der .Universal Salvation as one 
of the doctrines of the gospe} 
which they have held m purity 
through all ages? Either tyo 
much is here said in praise of 
the Mennonites, or Universal 
Salvation is a pure doctrine 
of the gospel. Yes, gentlemen, 
these Mennonites whom you 
glory in as so honourable to 
your sect, are said to be Uni- 
versalists. They held, 
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to call,—‘ The soul-destroying 
doctrine of Universal Salvation.” 
T may safely leave it for you to 
decide, if, consistency does not 
require it, that you either deny 
this account of them to be cor- 
rect, or, that you become Uni- 
versalists. At least I think you 
eught not to speak so harshly of 
vour Universalist brethren in 
Boston, and yet continue to glory 
so much in your Universalist 
brethren the Mennonites. It is 
superfluous to remind you, that 
Universal Salvation cannet be 
less a soul-destroying doctrine in 
Holland than it is in Boston; and 
that the soul of a Dutchman, is 
as precious as that of a Bosto- 


nian. If Mr. Ward’s account of 


the Mennonites be correct, is 
it not a severe reproof given to 
“og as Baptists, that you are not 

niyersalists like them? If their 
faith and order is that preserved 
in purity from the apostles, why 
do you not in all the things men- 
tioned in Mr, Ward’s letter con- 
form to them; and as they are 
Universalists, i ask you why not 
in this also? What could be a 
greater deviation from the pure 
doctrines of the gospel, which 
they are said to have preserved 

ure through all ages, than to 


hold the doctrine, that a great 


part of the human race are to be 
eternally miserable? But, I sup- 


pose you glory in this account of 


the Mennonites, because they 


are Baptists! And may not the 


Universalists in like manner glo- 
ry in them because they are Uni- 


versalists! If baptism be one of 


the doctrines of the gospel, which 
they have held in purity through 
all ages, why may not Universal 
Salvation be so also’——And 
if you should say this is a soul- 


destroying doctrine, the Univer- } 
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salists may say, so is baptism ; 
yea, may add, your glorying in 
the Mennonites is made void, 
for they are Universalists,— 
Moreover, if this account of the 
Mennonites is published to in- 
crease the honors of the Baptist 
sect, why may not Universalists 
put in their claim for a share? 
for they are Universalists as 
well as Baptists. Their share 
of the honors, ought to be just so 
much more than yours, as the 
doctrine of Universal Salvation 
is more important than baptism. 
But it ought not to be over- 
looked, that after the publication 
of this letter, you ought to blush 
to slander the doctrine of Uni- 
versal Salvation as leading to 
licentiousness. The whole of 
Mr. Ward’s letter goes to show, 
that the Mennonites have been 
in all ages, the people, who pre- 
served pure the doctrines of the 
gospel, and were eminent for 
piety, holiness, and zeal. If you 
or any one else, should in future 
call those who hold the doctrine 
of Universal Salvation, pioneers 
of infidelity, and, that this doc- 
trine leads to licentiousness, the 
Universalists have only to refer 
to Mr. Ward’s letter, as your 
public confutation of such slan- 
derous accusations. It is plain, 
that the Universalists by substi- 
tuting Universalist for Baptist, 
in Mr. Ward’s letter, might 
claim this people with as much 
propriety as you do. I only 
quote the following as a speci- 
men. “Qn _ this account, the 
Universalists may be considered 
as the only christian community 
which has stood since the times 
of the apostles; and as a chris- 
tian society which has preserved 
pure the doctrines of the gospel 
through all ages.” The above 
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remarks 1 would have sent to 
you for publication, but presum- 
ing you would decline this, [ 
send them to the Universalist 
Magazine. If agreeable to you, 
please to copy them and reply. 
J am yours respectfully. 

An Inquirer after Truth. 

idbves 


FROM THE SAME. 

A counterpart to the anecdote, ‘ Encour- 
agement to Prayer,” found in the Chris- 
tian Watchman, June 25, last page and 
jast column, with remarks. 

“Two young ladies of a fami- 
ly, which attended on my minis- 
try for a number of years, left 
their mother’s house (she was a 
widow) to reside in another state 
at a considerable distance. They, 
like many others, inattentive to 
the Bible scheme of religion, 
were allured into the Baptist 
plan. An elder sister and bro- 
ther living with their mother, and 
hopefully pious, when they heard 
of the danger their sisters were 
in, were led to seek their deli- 
verance by prayer. They agreed 
to spend separately, half an hour 
on Saturday evening at the set- 
ting of the sun, in prayer to God 
for the two sisters. ‘The hearer 
of prayer was not unmindful of 
their supplications. The two 
sisters were awakened, and hope- 
fully brought into the gospel plan 
of salvation. May the pious in 
every family, and neighborhood, 
agree two and two, on the Sa- 
viour’s plan, to ask in prayer to 
God, spiritual blessings for their 
children, and neighbors who are 
yet dead in their sins.” 

if this is the kind of logic 
taught at New-Haven, to prove 
one sect right and another wrong, 
{ shall never send any of my 
friends there to learn logic. If 


this “‘ respectable minister,” who 
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—— 


communicated this anecdote, has 
no better way of proving his 
plan to be the gospel plan, 
shall never be one of his hearers, 
if L can with decency avoid it. 
We think both he and the re- 
spectable editors of the Watch- 
man, ought to have had a little 
more respect to the understand- 
ings of their readers, than to 
think such an anecdote was 
good for any thing, except to 
excite popular prejudice against 
Universalists. They see how 
easily this mode of warfare can 
be used against themselves.— 
Choose your man, gentlemen, 


and send him forth to the field of 


fair and honorable discussion, 
for such anecdotes may iyure, 
but can never promote truth. 
They are calculated to iritate, 
but can never convince a Uni- 
versalist, Is there not a man 
among you, who can defend 
your cause by scripture and ar- 
gument!? If there is not, I think 
you would do well to be silent, 
until you send such a man, for 
every man who loves truth will 
only view such anecdotes as 
mere signals of distress. But to 
return, why did the persons 


choose Saturday, and Saturday 


evening at the setting of the sun, 
for their time of prayer ? Is God 
more willing or more at leisure, 
to hear prayer at this time, than 
any other? No, he is always 
ready to hear_prayer, but it is 
well known, that the New-Haven 
Sabbath begins at this time; 
and these persons could, without 
any loss of time or labor, attend 
to it. But passing this, when 
these two prayed for their rela- 
tions being saved from the Uni- 
versal plan, and the two in m 

anecdote, presented their sup- 
plications that their relations 
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might be delivered from the 
Baptist or Congregational plan, 
which of them must God answer? 
You, no doubt, will say the 
prayers of the Baptist or Con- 
eregationalists. I ask, how do 
you know this? You answer, by 
their relinquishing the Universal 
plan, and embracing the Baptist 
or Congregational plan. Bat it 
is found that God heard the 
prayers of the others also, for 
their relations relinquished the 
Baptist or Congregational plan, 
and embraced the Universal plan. 
‘The fact is, truth can never be 
ascertained by this process; for 
we see people every day, shift- 
ing from one plan in religion to 
another. The Baptists can pray 
and allure people out of the Con- 
gregational plan, the Methodists 
can do the same, and we do not 
see why it cannot also be done 
by Universalists. It is a note- 
rious fact, that where revivals of 
religion take place, the converts 
embrace all the various plans of 
religion. Roman Catholics, Epis- 
copalians, Presbyterians, Me- 
thodists, Baptists, Universalists, 
&c. &c. all find some of these 
persons to adopt their respective 
plans, Which of them all is 
right, is seldom considered by 
the converts, and as seldom is it 
inculcated on them to examine 
freely for. themselves,—what is 
truth? No little jealousy is some- 
times excited among the rival 
sects, and considerable scrab- 
bling who shall allure most to 
join their respective churches. 
The Universalists invite in the 
discussion of the question—what 
is truth? But instead of accept- 
ing the invitation, they are amus- 
ed by anecdetes, and. assailed 
with hard names, and that Uni- 
versal. Salvation is a soul-de- 











stroying doctrine. Let not the 
editors of the Christian Watch- 
man forget, that the pious codly 
Mennonites were Universalists. 
Let this be engraven on the 
palms of their hands! Should i+ 
be found, that Universal Salva- 
tion is one of the doctrines of 
the gospel, which they have pre- 
served pure through all ages, it 
will not be difficult to determine, 
whether God heard the prayers 
of the persons or not in the above 
anecdote. Let all the sects con- 
centrate their force to prove 
Universal Salvation wrong, by a 
candid appeal to the scriptures. 
lf Universalists shrink from the 
discussion, it will show that they 
love darkness rather than the 
light. If you can put them down 
by fair argument, do it; but I 
aver, that such silly anecdotes, 
related to excite the prejudices 
of the weak and ignorant, are a 
disgrace to any sect. 
Yours respectfully, 


An Inquirer after Truth. 
en 


NEW PUBLICATIONS. 


‘‘ Christian Intelligencer.” We 
have received the first number of 
a periodical work by the above 
title, printed at Portland, Me. 
and edited by the Rev. Russell 
Streeter, which we think bids 
fair to be useful in that section 
of our country, and we wish it 
patronage and success. 

“ Religious Inquirer.” We 
have received the first number 
of a semi-monthly paper, print- 
ed at Hartford, Conn. and edited 
by the Rev. Richard Carrique. 
It breathes the doctrine of Uni- 
versal Benevolence and good 
will to men ; and we hope it will 
meet with due encouragement. 
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From the (Boston) Universalist Magazine. ] 


Dedication and Ordination. 


On Wednesday, the 14th inst. 
the new Universalist Meeting 
jou-e in Brookfield, Mass. was 
formally dedicated to the wor- 
ship of God: ‘The public so- 
lemnities commenced at 10 o’- 
clock A. M. with the reading of 
appropriate selections of scrip- 
ture by the Rev. Edward Tur- 
ner, of Charlestown. The in- 
troductory prayer was offered 
by the Rev. C. Hudson, and 
the dedicating prayer by the 
Rev. Hosea Ballou, of Boston. 
The sermon was preached by 
the Rev. E. Turner ; and the 
concluding prayer made by the 
Rev. J. Frieze. 

At this Meeting house, the 
Rev. John Bisbe was ordained 
in the afternoon of the same day 
to the pastoral care of the Uni- 
versalist Societies of Brookfield 
and Western. Introductory 
prayer by the Rev. H. Ballou, 
2d, of Roxbury ; sermon by the 
Rev. H. Ballou, of Boston ; or- 
daining prayer, and delivery of 
the scriptures and charge by 
Rev. E. Turner; the Right 
Hand of Fellowship by the 
Rev. H. Ballou; 2d, and the 
concluding prayer by the Rev. 
Hosea Ballou. 


A numerous Choir assisted 
in the solemnities of the day, in 
a style which did honour to 
their taste and practice. 


Although the weather was ra- 
ther unfavourable, there was an 
excessively crowded assembly, 
collected from several towns to 
witness these services. The 
Whole was a scene of joy and 
*ncouragement to the lovers of 
truth. 
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A NEW METHOD OF PROSE- 
LYTING. 


Mr. FEditor—A_ Presbyterian 
minister in Cherry Valley, N.Y 
by the name of Zruar, has in- 
troduced an entire new method 
of proselyting, which reflects 
more dishonor upon himself, than 
it brings profit to his cause: but 
it clearly shews that there is 
trouble in his mind, lest his 
members should decrease, and 
his darling scheme of Calvinistic 
partiality and absurdity should 
sink into the grave of merited 
contempt. 

The method is as follows: Af- 
ter exercising their minds in what 
is called the ANXIOUS MEET- 
INGS for a considerable time, he 
enjoins it upon the anxious ones 
to rise every morning one halt 
an hour before sunrise, and spend 
the time before sun rise in pray- 
ing for one another, and for their 
near neighbors, together with all 
the number that they call con- 
verts. He then calls upon all 
who will promise to comply with 
this demand to rise. Those who 
do not rise, he calls hypocrites, 
and tells them that they have no 
right to make any profession oi 
religion, for they have none ; and 
that they will all be damned.— 
After this, he labors to impress 
all that have risen with the be- 
lief that their eternal damnation 
will be inevitably sealed, if they 
do not perform every part of their 
engagement, which they have 
signified by rising. Thus are lit- 
tle children tampered with, and 
frightened by this arch deceiver ; 
the quiet of families is inier- 
rupted, and the profession of re- 
ligion rendered the monster of 


absurdity ! 
AN OBSERVER. 


ore apt. ~~ 
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Lines on the Death of a Mother, 
written by her youngest Daugh- 
ter, to an intimate Friend. 


[Since the following lines with their re- 
ply, have been thought worthy a place in the 
(Boston) Universalist Magazine, we. give 
them a place here, where (but for that fe- 
male modesty which ever leads the sex, and 
perhaps justly, to suspect their own imper- 
fection, and to think better of the works of 
others than of their own,) they should have 
appeared long ago. } 


Kind guardian of my youthful days, 
Say, whither has thy spirit fled ? 

To join yon seraphs blissful lays, 

Or to the mansions of the dead ? 

Still is the nerve, and cold the heart, 
That once its constant numbers beat ; 
Ah! why were we thus doom/’d to part ? 
Say, shall we never, never mect ? 
Methinks I hear thy cheering voice, 
Resound from heav’ns bright realms above ; 
**T now am happy, and rejoice 

in a kind Savicur’s bleeding love.” 


sut here below I still remain, 
And must, till nature’s debt be paid ; 
Yet here aloud I may proclaim 
My Saviour, as my strength and aid. 
And shall we meet in realms above, 
Where kindred souls each other know ? 
Then let me fly on wings of love, 
And leave this dreary world below. 

S. K. 


SRA VAOO 


The following were written in re- 
turn, for the above lines. 


Tlush’d be the sigh, and check’d the tear, 
Tho’ nature’s claims must be obey’d: 
And tho’ that voice no”’more can cheer, 
Nor lend its lov’d, its willing aid. 
The hand that did its being give, 
Has call’d it to the skies ; 
Yetin his purpose it shall live, 
Though veil’d from mortal eyes. 
Then why repine, and grieve my friend ; 
Why mourn the spirit fled ¢ 
On wings of love it did ascend 
- To him our living head. 
Tis true, that in this dreary waste, 
This wilderness of tears, 
The heart laments its pleasures past, 
It dreads increase of years. 
For in the grave all sorrows cease, 
No care the heart shall know ; 
Affliction’s child is sure at peace, 
Its tears have ceas’d to flow. 
The heart its darling friends shall know, 
Its kindred spirit greet ; 
And there our gratitude shall flow, 
In accents soft and swect! 
Then hush the sigh and check the tear, 
No more at fate repine ; 
For thou shalt meet the friend so dear, 
And with her ever shine. R. B. 








THE RESURRECTION, 

A sojemn silence reigns. The guards, jn 
steady watch, stand around the tomb of 
J ESUS. The universe, hung in sable cur- 
tains, seems to mourn! Creation is shroud- 
ed in all the gloominess of dreary night !— 
At the door of the sepulchre, the ponderous 
stone shuts up the entrance to that hallowed 
spot. All heaven stands on tiptoethe an- 
gels, bending over their golden harps, wait 
with anxious expectation, when the tomb, 
bursting the rocky cavern, shall yield its 
captive ; and Jesus, being ushered in through 
the glittering portals of heaven, shall take 
his seat above. 

The. scene arrives—the carth seems to 
groan ; mountains, rocks, and hills, ail tot- 
tering, secm to stand on the verge of disso- 
iution '—But lo—Jesus the dead comes forth 
crowned with glory. Triumphant over sin 
and death, he lives! He lives, the con- 
queror of the tomb, and Saviour of a dying 
world! Now we can anticipate a complete 
end to the reign of death, since immortality 
blooms airesh upon the Son of God. 

Ye ransomed millions, shout aloud for 
joy. Let gratitude glow in every breast. 
Shout, ye favoured mortals, with raised 
hands and uplifted voices in extatic paeans 
to the praise of your Redeemer. Let al! 
the earth conspire to sing his glory, while 
angels’ notes shall swell the ceaseless song. 
Eternal life, the best gift of heaven, is given 
to a dying world, in Christ the son of God, 
who, through his death and resurrection, 
hath brought life and immortality to light. 

We sincerely believe, however long “ su- 
perstition may brood over .all her Pears,” 
that pure religion, the religion of Universal 
Love, and God’s impartiality to the crea- 
tures he has made, will finally prevail :— 

“Should the forms of servile custom 
cramp her generous powers ; should sordid 
policies, the barbarous growth of ignorance 
and rapine, bow her down to tame pursuits, 
—to indolence and fear—lo! she’d appeal to 
nature ; to the winds and rolling waves, the 
sun’s unwearied course, the elements and 
seasons ;—all declare for what the eternal 
Maker has ordained the powers of man! 
We feel within ourselves his divine energy ! 
He tells the heart he made, he made it to 
behold and love what HE beholds and loves. 
The general orb of life and being ; to be 
great like him, beneficent and active !” 

AN ACROSTIC. 
Vain are all pleasures, all delights are vain, 
In either city, village, town or plain, 
Replete with fancy’d blessings without pain, 
There’s no such thing as happiness to gain, 
Unmixed with bitterness, & free from stain, 
Except true virtue deign to guide the vane. 
ANOTHER. 
Hideous word! as none but priests can tell 
E’n half its meaning--describe its awful knell: 
Lord, what deeeption'——when truth and 
virtue fell, 
Lo! shades unseen* were turned to burning 
HELL! 
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*The original meaning of the word HBL 
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